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HISTORICAL SKETCH

The Egyptians, “a club for the discussion of scientific, religious,
economic, and other topics pertaining to the welfare, culture and
happiness of the people,” was organized at a meeting of fifteen
men held in the home of the late A. S. Caldwell on June 21, 1913.
These men had been meeting as an unorganized group since 1911.
The fifteen founders were: Charles N. Burch, A. S. Caldwell, J.
B. Cannon, Elias Gates, Charles J. Haase, E. M. Markham, C. P. J.
Mooney, Sanford Morison, J. Craik Morris, A. B. Pittman, J. W.
Rowlett, A. Y. Scott, Bolton Smith, B. F. Turner and J. C. Wilson.

Before the organization was completed, fifteen others were en-
rolled as charter members, namely: Albert W. Biggs, E. C. Ellett,
W. H. Fineshriber, J. R. Flippin, Thomas F. Gailor, Marcus
Haase, Herman Katz, James P. Kranz, Walter Malone, R. B.
Maury, H. Dent Minor, A. E. Morgan, Israel Peres, Alfred H.
Stone and Luke E. Wright.

The name chosen for the organization was proposed by W. H.
Fineshriber. The fact that ancient Memphis was in Egypt sug-
gested the name. The by-laws stated that the membership should
“consist of not more than thirty-three men of recognized standing,
ability and influence in Memphis and Shelby County, Tennessee.”
It was further stated that members were to present their con-
tributions in the form of papers and that all papers were to be
issued in printed form. This clause has resulted in the largest and

most significant literary production of a general nature ever
made by any group of Memphians.

From the beginning, The Egyptians were guarded against in-
ternal friction by a constitutional provision that “no resolution
shall ever be passed committing the club as a body to any proposi-
tion.” The club is unique in the unwritten law that its name is
not to appear in the press in any connection.

CONSTITUTION AND BY-LAWS
As Amended to May 31, 1960

ARTICLE I.—Objects.

Section 1. The subscribers hereto associate themselves for the
purpose of discussing, at stated times and in a social way, such
topics as pertain to the welfare, culture and happiness of the
people, particularly of our own locality, state or nation. No reso-
lution shall ever be passed committing the club as a body to any
proposition.

ARTICLE II.—Name and Membership.

Section 1. This organization shall be known as THE EcYPTIANS,
and shall consist of not more than thirty-three regular contributing
members, who shall be citizens or residents of Shelby County,
Tennessee, of recognized standing, ability and influence in the
community, with other associates as provided in Section 2.

Section 2. Honorary membership may be tendered 'only to
non-resident persons distinguished in the walks of education, litera-
ture, science or art; and such associates having no votes, shall be
exempt from payment of all dues and assessments.

Section 3. Any member may nominate an individual for mem-
bership, submitting a brief statement of the candidate’s qualifica-
tions to the officers of the club. If by majority vote of the officers,
the candidate is acceptable, the officers shall circularize these
qualifications to the members of the club at least one week prior
to the following meeting. A secret ballot shall be cast by mail, with
the minimum number of affirmative votes for election equalling at
least two-thirds of the total membership, and if not more than two
adverse votes be cast by the members, it shall be the duty of the
secretary to invite such person to become a member.

ARTICLE HOI—Officers.

Section 1. The Officers of the club shall be a President, Vice-
President and Secretary-Treasurer, each to be chosen by ballot at
the last meeting in May, to serve one year, or until a successor shall
be elected.

Section 2. As a compensation for his services, the Secretary-

Treasurer shall be exempt from the payment of all dues, charges
and assessments.
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LAWS AND SEMANTICS

NEUTON S. STERN

Read before Tue EcypTians, Oct. 18, 1962

Webster says semantics is “the science of meaning.” The
lesson of semantics today is that words have meanings, and
that what they mean to one person is not necessarily the
same as what they mean to another. The meaning in the
course of time and history may change, may gain or lose in
overtones and undertones; old significances and uses are lost
and new ones originate and develop so that sometimes a
word hardly recognizes itself in its old age.

Aldous Huxley has written: “Children should be taught
that words are indispensable, but also can be fatal-—the only
begetters of all civilization, all sciences, all consistency of high
purposes, all angelic goodness, and the only begetters at the
same time of all superstition, all collective madness and
stupidity, all worse-than-bestial diabolism, all the dismal his-
torical collection of crimes in the name of God, King. Nation,

Party, Dogma.”

What I aim to do this evening is to consider what laws
are, how they differ in meaning in changing uses and vary-
ing contexts and in what respects, if any, they remain always
the same.

Most of us ordinarily think that there is something fixed
and sacrosanct about a law, especially that a scientific law.
a law of nature, is a part of nature that must be obeyed and
that cannot be contraverted. We shall see that this is not the
truth; sometimes it is far from the truth, though sometimes
near it. But no law is absolutely true.

A great student of the earliest literate civilization, that of
Sumer, is named Kramer. He tells us that Hammurabi who
began to rule about 1750 B.C. wrote a code of laws, ap-
proximately 300 of them, and inscribed them on a diorite
stele. But, he says, there came to light recently a law code of
King Lipit-Ishtar that preceded Hammurabi by 150 vears.
Further he relates that soon after this discovery. another
code was found in part, the Bilalama codes, promulgated 70
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years earlier. This is not the end, or rather I should say the
beginning, for since then the code of Ur-Nammu of the third
dynasty of Ur has been translated, dating still earlier by
about 100 years. This is the oldest set of laws known to man
as yet. So that laws are no new things.

Only five of the laws of Ur-Nammu can be “restored with
some degree of certainty.” Three are particularly important
because they show that even before 2000 B.C. the law of, “an
eye for an eye and tooth for a tooth” had yielded to a more
civilized and humane approval in which a money fine was
substituted as a punishment. The fine was 10 silver shekels
for a foot cut off, and 2/3 of a silver mina for a nose(?) cut

off.

Ur-Nammu said that the god Nanna made him king, and
presumably gave him the power to make laws. The early
Egyptian laws were supposed to have been given by the god
Thoth. Hammurabi was pictured on the stele as receiving
his laws from the sun-god Shamash; some god unnamed
gave the Cretan code to Minos on Mt. Dicta; Zoroaster got
his from Ahura-Mazda on a high mountain amidst thunder
and lightning. Moses therefore is by no means unique, al-
though no other set was so brief and succinct as the Ten
Commandments. Even Dionysus has been represented as
holding the stone tablets of law.

It is hardly likely that there would have been so many
editions if all the gods were as wise as their followers pro-
claimed them to be. One code should have been good enough
and acceptable to all mankind. No, the laws were the codifi-
cation of local sentiments that had developed among the
people for whom they were meant, and we may suppose
that before the edicts were formulated, there had been much
discussion pro and con about the bad habits and dreadful
criminal doings before a consensus was reached.

For our present purpose what is important is that a law
was not something inherent in the then social milieu although
it arose from this matrix, but was a decree, a pronounce-
ment but not just an ordinary pronouncement. Proposed by
the social consensus, it was backed up by the power of the
king which was usually absolute in those days. It was a word
out of the mouth of a man, and would have been ineffective

without his personal physical powers or that of his minions
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and soldiers. This was reinforced by stating that the code
was the voice and wish of the then-present god.

Every man knew through centuries of history what Louis
XIV of France put so briefly and so cogently “L’état, C’est
moi.” 1 am the state, meaning without question that “I am
the law, and you had better take heed.”

Laws by decree were meaningless unless there was power
to enforce them. This is true even in the present day. How
many would obey the traffic laws, were not the police on
the watch for violators? How many would pay their income
tax if enforceable penalties were not in the offing for failure
to pay? How many would avoid service in the armed forces
if there were not powers and penalties to enforce it? Et
cetera. Durant has written that the laws of morality and
religion, condensed in the Ten Commandments were ‘“‘des-
tined to receive the lip-service of half of the world.”

In respect of law and decree there is slight difference
between an absolute tyranny and the democracies of Greece
and today. The difference is only where the power lay, n
the hands of one man on the one hand, in the hands of the
people or their representatives on the other.

A new concept came into the law with the developed
work of the Roman jurists. H. J. Muller, in his fascinating
book “Freedom in the Ancient World,” said these jurists
“most clearly transcended tribal and class prejudice by the
concepts of cosmopolis and natural law . . . Cicero . . . had
summed up the premises of natural law . . . the actual laws
of nations fall short of justice, but “true law” remained
universal, unchanging, and everlasting because it was founded
not upon man’s opinions but upon nature.” The basic idea
was equality because of reason, the common possession of
man—* law is on the face of it a matter of convention,” even
natural law. “Men do not in fact agree on a universal, ever-
lasting law”—or on what nature is, or where its laws may
be found. In the same way, we and our founding fathers
talk of natural right, the God-given rights of man; but these
only come into prominence with the philosopher Locke, and
were emphasized by the Declaration of Independence and
our Constitution!

Where were the rights of man during the three or four
thousand years of Egyptian history, or in the Persian Empire,
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or in the empire of Alexander? These “rights of man” (so
called) are not intrinsic in nature in spite of our glib talk;
they hold only in communities that have come to an agree-
ment on this philosophical principle, particularly interesting
because this has come about without an edict. They have
become commonplace in thought and speech because of a
growing sense of equality among Western man, and have
resulted in, let us say, a slogan, the rights of man. Among
primitive peoples, the only rights that exist are those that
have become conventionalized in each social group, and they
differ from group to group. Are the millions of Chinese
people in their communes prating today of their “rights”?

There is another kind of law that is worthy of temporary
consideration—unwritten law. Such law embodies at times an
cmotional and physical reaction to happenings that contra-
vene the customs of the people. The outstanding example
perhaps is the feeling that a man has the right to kill some-
one who has violated the sanctity of his home and marriage
bed. In spite of the written laws against murder, one who
has clearly killed for this reason is almost sure to be exoner-
ated by a jury in this country. This “law”—so called—has
stood up for a long time and is not apt to be changed in
the near future.

These unwritten laws were pointed out by Durkheim in
his work on Anomie. They are the mark of the mores of the
culture in which one lives. They are the result of social pres-
sure and result in the conformism present in every society.
The reactions “become habits”; these become “forceful,” and
change finally into unwritten rules of behavior. Durkheim
wrote particularly of pressures that kept individuals in the
cconomic class into which they were born. Classical examples
of these strata were the aristocracy, the merchant guilds with
masters and apprentices, the serfs, as they existed in the
Middle Ages. Another example is the stratification by caste
in India. While in the Middle Ages apprentices became mas-
ters, other movements from class to class were relatively
rare. In our own country this mobility both up and down
is greatly accelerated and freer.

As instances of unwritten law in minor degree, men in
America use only two kinds of ties; knee pants, wrist ruffles,
ostrich feathers on hats are “strictly out.” Recently high
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school girls wore bobby sox and a college girl going to class
would as soon be dead as to be seen with anything but a
very dirty pair of white shoes. A clean pair would mark one
as declassée. Let us now leave this digression into unwritten
laws, which change rapidly or slowly according to time, place,
circumstances and culture.

Let us now turn to the laws of science. Are they too de-
crees, or by social consent, or are they absolute and final?
Most people today strongly believe that the laws of science
are firm and fixed. Sir Isaac Newton was the father of this
belief. As a result of his studies the world became a mechan-
ism; the sun and planets followed the laws of gravitation as
well as the apple. The laws of mechanics, of physics and
chemistry, were definite, and our architecture, our bridges,
our steamboats, automobiles and airplanes, our chemical
industry, our prognostication of eclipses are founded upon
the precision and accuracy of these “laws.”

Did Newton discover these laws ready-made in some hiding
places in nature, or did he make them up himself? If not
out of whole cloth then of what?

In the early days before science was science, man used if
not whole cloth at least part cloth. The god Indra rode the
storm; Aeolus, King of the Winds told his sons, the winds
from north, south, east and west, when and where to blow,
and when to stop. Vegetation died when Attis or Adonis or
Osiris died, and grew again in the spring when he was res-
urrected—although the ancients knew perfectly well what to
do with seeds. They saw no incompatibility, because they did
not know enough to see it. But even in this climate of
thought, Greek logic began, with understanding of induction
and deduction.

When man began to use his powers of reason on the hap-
penings he saw about him, when observations and not myths
became the basis of his thinking, he began to generalize from
them and to state his conclusions; although he did not call
his conclusions laws at this stage of development, he did call
them axioms and propositions, the axioms being so “self-
evident” that they didn’t need to be proved (and couldn’t
be proved anyway). So Euclid, that great codifier of the
geometry of his day, who wrote the first early work of its
kind to be preserved (though obviously the Egyptians of the
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Pyramids were fine geometers) —so Euclid said a straight line
is the shortest distance between two points. That was that,
until he changed his premises and talked about spherical sur-
faces instead of plane surfaces. Then the shortest distance be-
tween two points, as any aviator knows, is the curved portion
of the great circle that touches them both. There are always
the limitations of the context in which the premises are stated,
and so these conclusions are not universal and always so.

As time went on and so many points were classified, the
conclusions and the terms in which they were expressed,
because more and more precise, and finally in their exact
form were called laws, the laws of nature and science. These
laws were tested by their accuracy in prediction; they said
that things should happen according to their rules. Man set
up experiments of various kinds, not only those from which
the conclusions were drawn in the first place, but others
to see whether under changed conditions the law would hold
good. If all work confirmed it, the law was confirmed; if
not, it was either changed to incorporate the new and similar
results or entirely changed or discarded.

At one time it was thought that in combustion, phlogiston
was driven off from a burned substance. Even after it was
shown that many substances when burned gained weight
instead of losing it, it took many years before men agreed
that the gain in weight was due to the addition of oxygen,
rather than to the subtraction of phlogiston. In the end
the “law of combustion” was absolutely reversed.

When I was in college we thought that the subject of
matter was a closed book: matter, molecules, atoms, particles
to which electrons, the “substance” of electricity were at-
tached. We did know about radium, but not about its
implications and what has since developed from it. There
has been a complete revolution in this half century. Matter
is now believed to be composed of thirty, perhaps forty,
particles of energy; and further, matter and energy change
back and forth from one to the other according to the for-
mulr of Einstein, E=Mc?, which is the basis of our present
dealings with atomic energy.

Until the Einsteinian period, there seemed much certainty
in the laws that were promulgated by science. It was a tre-
mendous jolt to scientific and worldly self-complacency when
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Werner Heisenberg came forth with his “principle” of un-
certainty or indeterminancy. By now he knew better than to
call it a law. This principle says that we cannot specify at
the same time the position and speed of an electron with
absolute precision. Sir James Jeans says in “The Mysterious
Universe” that this is in part due to the clumsiness of the
appartus at our disposal, and in part, according to the
quantum theory, due to the fact that nature moves by jumps
or jerks in the minuscule world of matter. “So long as these
jerks are of finite size, it is as impossible to make exact
measurement as to weigh oneself exactly on a balance which
can only move by jerks.” The determinism which seems to
us to occur is only statistical.

Is this the end? Is there nothing left for the future? I think
not. We are probably in the adolescence of science, not its
old age. We will go on from new principle to new principle.

We see then that science is based on recason. Observing a
common quality, a regularity of behavior of the phenomena
of nature, under given conditions, a scientist makes an in-
duction, passes from detail to a generality, and calls it a
theory—or perhaps a law. From this he reasons that certain
other details should happen; he makes a deduction, he pre-
dicts effect. Then he makes experiments and so long as things
happen in accordance with the predictions, the law holds.
So far none of the scientific laws of the past have held in
their entirety. Scientists no longer believe that any of the
present laws are final; they consider them tentative and
mutable. No longer are axioms held to be self-evident. Scien-
tists now start from assumptions.

We can now answer our initial questions. No law of any
kind, whether it be religious, social, psychological or scientific.
no law is absolute, no law is true in the full and everlast-
ing sense of that word. Laws of every kind are man-made,
subject to the errors, the pre-suppositions, the passions., or
inadequacies of thought that went into their origination and
construction. Being of human development and liable to
human mistakes, all laws are in some degree imperfect, in-
complete and therefore essentially tentative.



CUBA

Failure of American Foreign Policy

Joan F. MoLoNEY

Read before Tur Ecvprians, November 15, 1962.

Cuba today provides a close-to-home graphic example of
what Communism does to a country. Prior to Castro, only
two Latin American nations—Costa Rica and Venezuela—en-
joyed higher per capita income than Cuba. Under Com-
munism, income per person has declined more than 40 per-

cent.

Workers’ pay, in both industry and agriculture is down
sharply. Premium pay for overtime, paid vacations, Christ-
mas bonuses and other benefits have been eliminated.

Cubans now eat about half as well as they did before Castro.
Food is strictly rationed. Meat consumption is down from
7.5 Ibs. per person per month to 3 lbs. Rice consumption has
dropped from 10 lbs. to 6 lbs. monthly per person and bean
consumption is now about 1.5 lbs. monthly per capita, a de-
crease of 40 percent.

Approximately 45 percent of the rolling stock on Cuba’s
railroads is out of commission. In 1958, there were 1,040
buses operating in Havana. In January of this year, the
number was down to 670. In 1958, there were 19,700 tractors
in Cuba. Now, only 13,950 are reported in working order.

In 1958, also, Cuba was nearing self-sufficiency in petroleum
products, with British and U. S. firms expanding their
refineries. Castro seized these plants and has been trying
to operate them on crude oil from Russia. The plants are
badly run down, production is off sharply and, despite the
decline in the number of buses, trucks and other oil-consum-
ing equipment, there is a serious shortage of gasoline and
other petroleum products.

The Castro government confiscated more than $1 billion
of American investments in Cuba. It has stolen even more
from the Cubans themselves. All rental property and the
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homes of Cubans who fled were seized. Fully half the island’s
land has been placed under government ownership. Castro
promised homes for industrial workers and farms for agri-
cultural laborers but, with a few exceptions used as show-
pieces for propaganda purposes, these promises have never
materialized. A large proportion of Cuba’s farm workers
have been placed on state farms. These workers are paid
primarily in serip which is redeemable only at government-
owned “peoples’ stores.” In the cities, housing is so short that
Castro has advised young people not to marry unless they
can move in with their in-laws.

So much for the material blessings of the “workers’
paradise.” What of personal, intellectual and political free-
doms?

Like every communist regime, Castro’s government permits
no opposition. Only one party, the Integrated Revolutionary
Organization, is allowed to operate. Free elections, one of
Castro’s major promises before and after he came to power,
have never been held and are now called “a vice of the
capitalistic world to keep imperialists in power.”

The free press has been destroyed. The semi-official news-
paper, Revolucion, and the communist daily, Hoy, provide
Cubans with their printed news. Of the five TV stations oper-
ating prior to Castro, only one is left and that operates
under complete government control. American films have been
banned.

All schools, public and private, have been nationalized and
the entire educational system has been changed to one of
communist indoctrination. Textbooks preach the party line
which includes hatred of capitalism and of the United
States. The University of Havana is headed by Juan Mari-
nello, a long-time leader of the Cuban Communist Party.
Thousands of young Cubans have been sent to study behind
the Iron Curtain.

Religion is being slowly stifled. Priests may perform the
rites of the church but are prohibited from teaching the
catechism and from engaging in social work.

Personal freedom no longer exists. A home may be
searched without a warrant. A person may be arrested and
imprisoned without a charge. Habeas corpus is not recognized,
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and the accused is considered guilty unless proven otherwise.
The government has an elaborate system of spies and secret
police. Castro himself has boasted that he has one spy for
every six Cubans. Under Batista, there were about 10,000
political prisoners. Castro is holding 50,000 to 70,000. He
admits to 670 executions, but reliable diplomatic sources esti-
mate that several times that number have been murdered
by the regime.

This is communism—90 miles from our borders. How it
came about and how the United States government has re-
acted to it represents one of the less illustrious pages in the
history of our nation.

II

Cuba is the largest island in the West Indies. Its area
of 44,217 square miles is slightly larger than the State of
Tennessee. The population of about 6 million is three-fourths
white, with the balance Negro or a mixture of Negro and
white. Some 70 per cent of the people live in rural areas
and agriculture is the major occupation. Sugar is the domi-
nant crop with tobacco in a secondary role. Cuba’s climate
is mild and its soil generally fertile. Deposits of copper, nickel
and iron ores are available. A number of exceptionally fine
harbors characterize the Cuban coast. The island’s re-
sources are adequate for the development of a prosperous
economy.

Like most of the Latin American nations, Cuba has had a
turbulent history. It was one of the first parts of the Western
hemisphere discovered by Columbus in 1492 and it remained
under Spanish rule for more than four centuries. The
Spaniards early recognized the economic potential of the
island and its great strategic importance.

As most of us have come to realize during recent years,
Cuba lies just 90 miles southwest of Florida. Perhaps not so
well known is the fact that it is only 135 miles northeast of
Mexico’s Yucatan Peninsula, 93 miles north of Jamaica and
60 miles west of the island that is made up of Haiti and the
Dominican Republic. The entrances to the Gulf of Mexico
and the Carribean Sea can be effectively controlled—by sea
and air—from bases in Cuba. In today’s age of jets and
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missiles, Cuba is of even greater importance to the security
of the United States than in any previous period.

The importance of the island to this country was well-
recognized throughout the 19th century. Concern over Cuba
was, in fact, one of the principal factors involved in the
adoption of the Monroe Doctrine. There were many, including
John Quincy Adams and Thomas Jefferson, who believed
that Cuba should become one of the States of the Union.
Generally, however, the United States was agreeable for
Cuba to remain a possession of Spain, a nation too weak to
be a threat to this country.

Spanish colonial policy was not notable for its enlighten-
ment. Corruption was widespread, cruelties were common
and revolts, a number of them organized within the United
States, were frequent, though unsuccessful. In 1895, however,
there began a struggle that was to lead, a few years later,
to Cuban independence. It was bitterly waged by both sides
and a substantial element of the American press, emphasizing
and sensationalizing Spanish cruelty, took up the torch for
Cuban independence and American intervention. The Me-
Kinley Administration at first resisted the effort to involve
the United States in armed conflict and, for a time, was
successful. Early in 1898, however, the U. S. battleship
“Maine” was sent to Havana to provide at least a symbol of
protection for American lives and property. Shortly after
its arrival, the “Maine” was blown up with the loss of 264
American seamen. Whether the ship was sunk by accident,
by the Spanish or by the Cubans, it served as the spark for
the declaration of war.

The war lasted only four months. Spanish military and
naval forces were decisively defeated in both Cuba and the
Philippines. Under the peace treaty, it was agreed that Cuba
should become independent after a period of trusteeship by
the United States. During this period which lasted from
1898 to 1902, the American military government did an out-
standing job of transforming Cuba from a condition of com-
plete chaos to a position of stability and in establishing the
basis for sound economic development. A constitution, pat-
terned in many respects after that of the United States, was
drafted and adopted by the Cubans, themselves. Included in
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that constitution, upon the insistence of the United States,
was the so-called Platt Amendment.

This often-criticized section, which was also contained in a
treaty with the United States, carried the following major

provisions:

1. That Cuba would enter no treaty or other agreement
with any foreign power that would impair Cuban
independence or give to a foreign power “lodgement
in or control over any part of the island.”

2. That the Cuban government would contract no debts
which it could not reasonably pay.

3. That the United States had the right to intervene at
any time that the Cuban government was unable to
maintain the island’s independence or to protect life,
individual liberty and property.

In the light of developments during the sixty years since
Cuba became independent, the understanding and the fore-
sight of the United States Senators who, with the support of
Secretary of State Elihu Root, insisted upon adoption of the
amendment, seems quite remarkable. Cuba’s first government
took office in 1902 under President Estrada Palma. It is
quite widely agreed that it was probably the best government
Cuba has ever had. Under honest administration, the Re-
public made real progress in both domestic and foreign

affairs.

At the end of his first term, Palma was re-elected, but his
opponents, who had organized as the Liberal Party, charged
fraud and initiated a revolt. After several months of disorder
and upon requests from both sides, the United States—quite
reluctantly—moved back into Cuba in 1906. Order was re-
stored, election machinery was completely overhauled and
both local and national elections were held in 1908. Early in
1909 the United States again withdrew, leaving Cuba to
govern herself.

This Cuba has seemed unable to do. A Negro uprising
in 1912 and another Liberal election-protest revolt in 1917
brought brief American intervention on both occasions.
In 1919, the Cuban government invited General E. H.
Crowder, U. S. Army, who had served effectively in Cuba
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from- 1906 to 1909, to draft a new election law. General
Crowder also served from 1921 to 1923, as a special rep-
resentative of Presidents Wilson and Harding, to advise the
Cuban government on financial and administrative matters.

Except when the United States moved in and took complete
control of Cuba, however, intervention on a limited scale
accomplished little. In his excellent History of the Cuban
Republic, Professor Charles E. Chapman states, “Politics is
one of the least amiable phases of the Hispanic heritage. It
was bad enough under Spain. One may well raise the question
whether it has not been yet worse under the republic. . . .”
Down through 1925, Cuban politics were dominated by two
parties—Liberal and Conservative. There was little difference
between them. Chapman points out that it is a Cuban tradi-
tion that government exists “. . . . for the benefit of the
office holders who must be expected to miss no reasonable
opportunity to improve their own fortunes at the expense of
the state.” This has been true regardless of the party in
power. Some of the methods used by the politicians, in-
cluding murder when necessary, and the extent to which they
have robbed the Cuban people appear fantastic. Corrup-
tion has permeated the legislative, executive, and judicial
branches of the national government and the provincial
and local governments as well. In the early 1920s, for ex-
ample, it was estimated that 15% of the revenues and 25%
of the disbursements of the national government were lost to
graft. A comparable degree of corruption applied to elec-
tions. In fact, it can be stated that a majority of Cuba’s
presidents have been elected fraudulently.

Before we become too smug, however, let us not forget that
we have had our own Teapot Dome affair, deep freezes and
fur coats in the White House and more recently the Billie
Sol Estes case, including the unexplained death of one of
those deeply involved and the arbitrary commitment of one
witness to a mental institution. And we may well ask our-
selves whether the candidate who promises special favors to
minority groups—whether they be union labor, the aged,
the negroes, farmers or others—in return for votes is living
by any higher moral standard than one who simply dips his
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hand into the public treasury and removes whatever he

can.
IIT

In 1924, General Gerardo Machado, candidate of the
Liberal Party, was elected President. He took office in 1925
with a pledge that he would not seek re-clection. Tech-
nically, he kept that pledge for, in 1928, he induced Congress
to adopt a constitutional change which gave him a second
term—of six years—without an election.

Machado built a strong dictatorship which he maintained
by control of the army. Discontent, centering in a number
of revolutionary organizations that had their roots at the
University of Havana, flared occasionally into revolts that
were vigorously suppressed. In 1933, however, Sumner Welles
was named by President Roosevelt as United States Ambas-
sador to Cuba. Welles subscribed to the Liberal theory that
all “right-wing” dictatorships must be destroyed and re-
placed by “democratic” governments, regardless of whether
the people involved have demonstrated, to any degree, the
maturity necessary to maintain such a government. He
promptly set to work to oust Machado. American intervention
was strongly hinted and this so disturbed the Cuban army
that its leaders demanded and obtained Machado’s resigna-
tion in August, 1933. The fall of Machado marked the be-
ginning of several years’ chaos in Cuba. While the army had
supplied the direct leverage that ousted Machado, it had no
desire to take over the government. Military leaders wanted
a civil, not a military government, and they gave the poli-
ticians every opportunity to establish one. Even after the
“sergeant’s revolt” and the ascendency of Sergeant Fulgencio
Batista to Army Chief of Staff, the military waited several
years before they moved for complete control. During this
period from 1933 to 1940, Cuba had seven presidents, only
one of whom was elected. The term of one of these presi-
dents lasted 32 hours.

The revolutionary organizations kept the nation in a con-
stant turmoil. Their sole objective was control of the
national government and of the jobs and graft that went with
it. This control shifted from one group to another, but none
of them were able to maintain a stable government. Bombings,
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shootings, riots and strikes were almost continuous. Only
the periodic intervention of the military under Batista pre-
vented complete anarchy. It was during this period—in 1935
—that the United States, in line with the Liberal concept that
we must do absolutely nothing to offend the “sensibilities” of
other nations, proposed and effected the annulment of the
Platt Amendment. This action was strongly opposed by the
more stable and intelligent elements of Cuban society. It was,
of course, highly popular among the revolutionary groups,
including the communists, and among American Liberals.

Communist organization in Cuba had its start during the
1920’s and under the disordered political conditions that pre-
vailed, it spread rapidly, especially among the labor unions.
By the mid-1930’s, communists controlled the Confederation
of Cuban Workers and headed every major union in
Cuba. Communists held posts in the cabinets of several of the
series of governments that followed Machado and were, to
a large extent, responsible for the unrest and disorder that
were so widespread.

In 1939, Batista retired from the army and announced as a
candidate for President on a highly liberal platform. He was
elected with the support of the Nationalist, Liberal, National
Democrat and Communist parties. As described by Ruby
Hart Phillips, staff correspondent of the New York Times,
“Polling was comparatively orderly. Only six persons were
killed and forty wounded during the day.”

Batista’s presidency was marked by a minimum of internal
disorder. A few days after Pearl Harbor, Cuba declared war
on the axis nations and Batista was granted broad emergency
powers. While he ruled with a strong hand, his administration
was much removed from the popular picture of a ruthless
dictator. Some communists served in his cabinet. Relations
with the United States were generally good. As the elec-
tions of 1944 approached, Batista declined to run for re-
election and Dr. Grau San Martin, a professor at the Uni-
versity of Havana, was elected on a platform that empha-
sized lavish spending and hatred of American capitalism.
His administration was characterized by the expropriation
of foreign-owned businesses, large-scale graft and wide-
spread inefficiency. Disorder flourished.

Grau San Martin was succeeded as president in 1948 by

16

Dr. Prio Socarras, a long-time revolutionary, also from the
University of Havana. Socarras’ administration was largely
undistinguished. Unrest and disorder, much of it communist-
inspired, increased despite generally prosperous conditions.

The election campaign of 1952 got under way with three
candidates, one of whom was former President Batista. A
couple of months before the election, Batista, with the support
of the army, seized control of the government. As previously,
he ruled with a strong hand, restored order, set regular elec-
tions for November 1, 1954, and announced his candidacy.

One of the opposition parties refused to participate. Former
President Grau San Martin, the only other candidate, with-
drew one day before the election and Batista was again
elected president. He remained in office until ousted by Fidel

Castro in 1959.
v

Fidel Castro was born in Oriente, Cuba’s eastern-most
province, in 1926. He was the illegitimate son of a moderately
wealthy owner and operator of a sugar plantation. After a
turbulent home life, he entered the University of Havana in
1945. There is creditable evidence that he was already a
member of the communist apparatus operating in Havana.
In any event, he associated himself with the communist group
at the University promptly after his arrival.

Castro’s first prominent role as a communist revolution-
ary took place not in Cuba but in Bogota, Colombia. The
Ninth Inter-American Conference was scheduled for that city
in 1948 and the communists saw in that occasion the op-
portunity to demonstrate their power in the western Hemi-
sphere. They organized an uprising which they hoped would
result in the overthrow of the Colombian government, the
break-up of the conference and the murder of Secretary
of State Marshall, the chief United States delegate. Actually,
it came very close to realizing all three objectives. The uprising
was suppressed only after several days of bloody rioting, many
deaths and widespread destruction.

There is ample and voluminous documentation of Castro’s
part in the Bogota riots and of the fact that these riots were
communist planned and led. Such evidence is contained in the
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published reports of the Colombian National Police, in the
press of Colombia and other Latin American nations and in a
UP dispatch to this country, dated April 19, 1948. In a nation-
wide radio address following the uprising, Colombian
President Perez denounced Castro as one of the communist
organizers of the insurrection. Yet, as late as 1960, the United
States State Department was insisting that Castro and his
revolution were not communist-oriented.

Castro escaped arrest in Bogota by taking refuge in the
Cuban Legation which later arranged to have him flown back
to Cuba. There, he entered politics and rose to a position of
some importance in the Cuban Peoples’ (Orthodox) Party.
He was one of the party’s nominees for Congress when Batista
took over the government in 1952. While Batista, during
his first term of office, had worked with the communists, he
now turned strongly anti-communist. Thus, it was quickly
evident to Castro that he had no future as long as Batista
was in power.

Castro’s next major venture started as a plot to assassinate
Batista at a patriotic rally in Santiago. When Batista changed
his plans and did not attend the rally, the communists
decided to direct their attack upon the Moncado Army Bar-
racks also at Santiago. This attack was staged on July 26,
1953—from which date the Castro revolutionary movement
took its name. Raul Castro, who had received training in
guerilla warfare behind the iron curtain, took part in this
venture. The attack was unsuccessful and it brought strong
repressive measures by the Batista government. Both Castros
were apprehended and convicted of murder. Fidel was sen-
tenced to 15 years and Raul to 13 years. However, both were

. released after serving only 22 months.

Shortly after their release in 1955, the Castro brothers
went to Mexico where they promptly made contact with
the Soviet apparatus for Latin America, which has head-
quarters there. In Mexico, the Castros proceeded to as-
semble recruits for an armed invasion of Cuba. During 1955
and 1956, Fidel Castro visited the United States several times,
making speeches and raising funds.

In November, 1956, Castro and 82 men left Mexico by boat
for Cuba. When they landed, they were met and practically
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wiped out by the Cuban army. Only Castro and 11 others
survived to reach the mountains, where he based his future

operations.

If Castro and his small band had been dependent solely
upon their own resources, it is probably that little more wox}ld
have been heard of them. But Castro was a part of the in-
ternational communist movement. Support for him a]?peared
in the form of arms and money. Money was partl'cularly
important. First, it enabled Castro to buy arms in the
United States. Second, Batista had permitted the army to
decline to an extremely low level of efficiency and Castro
was able to bribe and buy large numbers of troops. After two
years of sabotage and guerilla attacks, the Cuban army
practically disintegrated. No full-scale battles were fought in
the takeover of the government.

Castro had another highly important weapon—propa-
ganda. Within two months after he landed in .Cub.a,
Herbert Matthews of the New York Times made a special trip
to interview him. The result was a series of highly laudatory
articles, which presented Castro in a Robin Hood.rlole, that
gave the Castro movement world-wide recognition an.d
stature. Other “newshawks” soon followed Matthews’ trail.
Robert Taber of CBS News interviewed Castro in his mountain
hideout, as did Ed Sullivan, and Edward R. Murrow staged
one of his “documentaries,” highly praising the Castro
movement. All this publicity created in the United States a
highly distorted view of Castro and his intentions.

The policies followed by the State Department in our re-
Jations with Cuba corresponded closely to the line of publicity
appearing in the press and on radio and television. It is
difficult to determine whether the communications media
followed the lead of the State Department or vice-versa. It
is known that every warning or suggestion that the Castro
movement was communist was ignored or suppressed within
the Department, while great emphasis was placed on the
alleged corruption and cruelties of the Batista regime. Ambas-
sador Arthur Gardner, who served in Havana from 1953 to
1957, repeatedly advised his superiors, in the Latin American
section of the Department, of Castro’s communist orientation.
He was forced to resign. Gardner testified before the Senate
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Internal Security Subcommittee that the attitude of the State
Department was the principal factor responsible for the
overthrow of Batista and the ascendency of Castro.

Earl Smith succeeded Gardner as Ambassador to Cuba,
serving from 1957 to 1959. In his testimony, also before the
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, Smith stated: “The
Batista government was overthrown because of the corrup-
tion, disintegration from within, and because of the United
States and the various agencies of the United States who
directly and indirectly aided the overthrow of the Batista
government and brought into power Fidel Castro
Without the United States, Castro would not be in power
today.”

v

It took about a year and a half, after Castro came to power,
before it was possible to reverse United States policy of sup-
port for his government. During that period, the American
people were exposed to one of the most intense propaganda
campaigns they have ever experienced. Press, radio, television
and the magazines seemed to be trying to outdo each other in
extolling the Castro regime. The book publishers—even “rep-
utable” ones—got into the act with such blatant propaganda
pieces as “Listen Yankee” by C. Wright Mills, “Cuba: The
Anatomy of a Revolution” by Huberman and Sweezy, and
“90 Miles from Home” by Warren Miller. The Fund for the
Republic issued an “occasional paper” which contained this
gem, “It would be foolish not to realize that what Castro
initially created in the Cuban Revolution was a veritable
Sermon on the mount, at which one cannot sneer. Who can
be against a creed that reads: Distribute the land, give to
the poor, educate the unlettered, care for the sick, share
the wealth, make public what is private, make the stran-
ger’s your own, raise up the humble and level the proud.”

The Fair Play for Cuba Committee, financed with Cuban
government funds, was organized by Robert Taber of CBS
News. This front made considerable progress, especially in
the colleges, until Taber, having perjured himself before the
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, fled to Cuba. He was
succeeded as head of the front by another CBS newsman,
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Richard Gibson, who spent most of his time before the Sub-
committee pleading the 5th Amendment.

Slowly, in the light of disclosures by the Senate Internal
Security Subcommittee and the prodding of inescapable
facts, a reversal of policy began to take shape. In mid-1960,
the proposal for an invasion of Cuba was made. It came
from the Cuban refugee group. While no commitment was
made, responsibility for planning such an invasion was as-
signed to the Central Intelligence Agency, with deputy direc-
tor Richard Bissell in charge.

Training camps for volunteers were set up in Guatemala.
The Defense Department made available instructors and sup-
plies, as requested by the CIA. Included were some obso-
lete B-26 bombers and troop carrier planes from World
War II. President Eisenhower personally reviewed the plan
on several occasions and it was well understood that success
would require control of the air. In view of the arrival of
Soviet jets in Cuba, this meant American air power. It was
also clearly recognized that American troops, to supplement
the Cuban volunteers, might be necessary.

Late in 1960, it became apparent that the new Administra-
tion would take office before it would be possible to get the
invasion under way. Between his election and inauguration,
Mr. Kennedy was briefed several times regarding progress
of the project. Promptly after taking office, he called upon
the Joint Chiefs of Staff for a “feasibility opinion” of the
project. In view of the later efforts to place the blame for
failure upon the Joint Chiefs, it is important to note that
the military were never given primary responsibility for the
operation and that the new President asked the Joint
Chiefs only for a technical evaluation. With the understand-
ing that American airpower would be available and that
American troops might have to be used, the Joint Chiefs ren-
dered a favorable evaluation of the plan. In late January,
1961, the President authorized the CIA to proceed.

Almost immediately, however, some of the President’s
closest advisers began a campaign that eventually resulted in
the project’s failure. This was based upon the theory that it
was “immoral” for the United States to engage in such a
program of “aggression,” either masked or open, and that it
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would have a disastrous effect upon this country’s posture in
the “court of world opinion.” Chief proponents of this
theory were Secretary of State Rusk, Adlai Stevenson, Chester
Bowles, and Senator Fulbright whose support, as chairman of
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, the President was
most anxious to have.

This opposition to the straightforward, effective prosecu-
tion of the project resulted in a series of tragic—indeed al-
most fantastic—decisions. The President ruled, first, that U. S.
airpower would not be made available and, second, that the
old B-26s could be used for only two strikes against Castro’s
air force—one two days before the invasion and the other on
the morning of the landing. One week before the embarka-
tion, at the insistence of the State Department, the landing
area was moved about 100 miles to the Bay of Pigs which in
many ways was less desirable than the original target. Ar-
rangements that had been made to arouse the Cuban popu-
lace and to try to confuse the militia by leaflet raids and
broadcasts were cancelled. Shortly before the expedition em-
barked, the President announced at a press conference that
the U. S. would not intervene with force in Cuba. Secretary
Rusk repeated the same assurance on the morning of
the invasion, thereby notifying Cubans in Cuba that they could
expect no help from us.

At noon on Sunday, April 15, with the invasion force just
11 hours from landing, the President gave his final and some-
what reluctant approval. He was spending the weekend in
Virginia and turned the matter over to Secretary Rusk. That
evening, CIA officials responsible for the project received a
call from Presidential Assistant McGeorge Bundy, stating
that the B-26s, whose first attack the day before had been
quite successful, were not to attack on the following morn-
ing. This order was issued by Rusk. CIA officials went to the
State Department and pleaded with the Secretary to re-
consider the decision which they believed doomed the expedi-
tion. In refusing to do so, Rusk made it quite clear that
political considerations were overruling the military necessi-
ties.

At 4 o’clock the following morning, CIA men again went to
Rusk to ask that planes from the USS Boxer, which was
nearby, be allowed to protect the invasion ships while they
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were in international waters. Rusk again refused and the
CIA officials asked to talk to the President. He was awakened
and the serious situation explained to him. His answer was

“NO 3

Shortly afterward, the invasion force landed. They never
had a chance. Castro’s remaining jets sunk the ships car-
rying the bulk of the ammunition and supplies and his tanks
and artillery cut the invaders to pieces. The complete mis-
mangement of a military operation by politicians had brought
about a resounding victory for communism and reduced
respect for the United States to one of the lowest points in

the nation’s history.

The far-reaching implications of the weak and vacillating
policy, followed by the United States in the Guban invasion,
are evident in the statement made shortly afterward by
Khrushchev to Presidential consultant John McCloy: “If
Kennedy won’t fight for Cuba,” Khrushchev stated, “how do
you expect me to believe he will fight for Berlin?”” Four months
later, the Berlin wall was erected.

VI

In the year and a half following the invasion, the Cuban
armed forces were expanded to some 300,000 trained and
well-equipped troops. Included are 8,000 from the Soviet
Army, 6,000 Red Chinese and 2,000 from “neutral” Ghana.

These forces have available several hundred Soviet tanks,
more than 1,000 pieces of Russian artillery, about 100 MIGs
armed with air to ground missiles and an uncertain number
of jet bombers (estimated at 30). In mid-September 1962,
there were in Cuba 9 operational launching pads and another
15 were under construction. These were designed for IRBMs
with a range of 1,500 to 2,000 miles.

During the period of this buildup, the United States gov-
ernment did little about Cuba but temporize and equivocate.
While the Soviets hastily built their missile sites, our leaders
argued the distinctions between “offensive” and “defensive”
weapons. All reconnaissance flights over Cuba were cancelled
from September 5 until October 14. Campaigning in Indiana
during the weekend of October 13-14, the President charged
that talk of American intervention in Cuba” is rash and ir-
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responsible talk which strengthens the claims of our adver-
saries.” The Vice-President suggested that intervention would
be comparable to “beating your wife.” In an interview pub-
lished on October 19, Under Secretary of State Ball an-
nounced “Our policy toward Cuba is based upon the assess-
ment that Cuba does not constitute a military threat to the
U. S.”

On October 22, in a complete reversal of previous policy,
the President announced that six days earlier he had received
evidence of missile installations in Cuba capable of raining
nuclear destruction upon most points in the United States.
He ordered a quarantine on the delivery of any additional
“offensive” weapons to Cuba, called for the dismantling and
removal of the missile bases and threatened full retaliation
upon the Soviet Union if any nuclear weapon was fired from
Cuba against any nation in the Western Hemisphere.

The great majority of Americans wholeheartedly sup-
ported the President in this action. So did the Latin American
nations and most other nations of the free world. Respect for
the United States rose sharply throughout the world. For
a few days, our country held the initiative and the communists
appeared uncertain and confused.

A few days later, however, Khrushchev dispatched a com-
munication to the President offering to withdraw from
Cuba “those weapons which you call offensive.” Before Khru-
shchev’s note was even received, the United States govern-
ment jumped to accept it, apparently agreeing not to invade
Cuba. The actual terms of this understanding have not been
published and, with the government not only censoring
news for military security purposes but admittedly issuing
false information, it is extremely difficult to evaluate the pres-
ent status of the Cuban situation.

As this is written, a few facts seem apparent. Missile
bases are being dismantled and missiles—or something that
looks like them—are being shipped out of Cuba. The number
of jet bombers in Cuba has increased and the Soviets have, so
far, declined to remove them.! The MIGs, which are capable
of delivering nuclear strikes, although over limited distances,
are still classed as defensive weapons. The futility of the UN
as a force for world peace has again been demonstrated. The

1Russia has recently promised to remove the bombers.
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Castro (communist) government remains in Cuba from which
it can mount military or ideological attacks on the United
States and the entire Western Hemisphere. The United
States has failed to follow up the advantage it so clearly held
and has allowed the initiative to revert to the communists.

VII

In analyzing United States policy toward Cuba, it is im-
portant to recognize that it is but one facet in a line of
policy that dates back to World War II. It is quite compatible
with the kind of thinking that characterized the Chinese Reds
as “agrarian reformers,” that cut off military assistance to
the Chiang-Kai-Shek government and that tried to force
Chiang to form a “united front” with the communists. The
result is, of course, Red China. Our Cuban policy is wholly
consistent with those policies of a little over a decade ago
which refused to allow Chinese Nationalist troops to fight
on our side in Korea, which denied our own troops their
hard-earned victory in that war, which arranged the removal
from command of one of the greatest military leaders in
American history and which finally brought about the ignoble
armistice which the communists have violated hundreds of
times. Perhaps we should not be surprised at this similarity
of policy since the present Secretary of State was one of the
principal architects of those earlier policies. Our persistence
in negotiating with the Soviets on a nuclear test ban, after
their flagrant violation of earlier agreements, and the
State Department proposal that the United States liquidate
our armed forces and entrust our security to the U. N.
are part of the same pattern. So are our betrayal of Laos,
our support of U. N. efforts to deny freedom to Katanga and
our pressure on the Dutch to cede New Guinea to Indonesia.

Are these policies, as some have charged, the result of dis-
loyalty within our government? Disloyalty has unquestion-
ably been present. Some of the disloyal have been uncovered
and others have uncovered themselves; but we would be
naive to assume that all have been exposed or that the
damage that can be done to a nation is proportional to the
number of traitors involved.

Disloyalty, in the legal sense, however, is but one of the
factors present. Another is the very close intellectual affinity
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between communism and the socialism of so many of our
policy makers and opinion molders. In his outstanding book
Witness, Whittaker Chambers describes this very well. He
says that, when he took up his sling and aimed at communism,
he also hit something else, that something else being the
socialist revolution which, in the name of liberalism, has been
fastening its grip on the nation for three decades. Our
liberals are highly vocal in their criticism of the American
system but they seldom voice any sharp criticism of com-
munism. One of their favorite theses is that if we will just
treat the communists nicely and create no tensions, com-
munism will in time develop an affluent society whose mem-
bers will mellow; their society and ours will move toward
each other, reaching a point marked at least by peaceful
coexistence if not by amalgamation.

Another and closely related factor influencing our foreign
policies has been the failure to understand the nature of the
enecmy. We are at war with a world-wide conspiracy that
intends to destroy our way of life and to enslave us. This
conspiracy is managed by a group of criminals who are
totally lacking in honor and integrity and who hold in ridi-
cule the basic moral standards on which Western civilization
has been built. J. Edgar Hoover’s selection of the title,
Masters of Deceit, for his excellent book on communism, could
not have been more appropriately descriptive of this group
of international gangsters. Yet for 30 years, our leaders have
been treating the communists as honorable individuals with
whom we can negotiate on an equal basis to reach agree-
ments that are binding on both parties. For 30 years, the
communists have used negotiations as a means to deceive and
to propagandize and have not hesitated to violate any agree-
ment when it was to their advantage to do so.

Our foreign policies have been significantly influenced by
the well-meaning but naive substitution of idealistic prin-
ciples for the hard realities of world power politics. Our
representatives talk of a system of “international law” and of
“collective security,” when it is clear that the only law
or security that really exists is that which can be enforced
with a gun; and they persist in the belief that all men are
good and that the millenium will be at hand, if we can just
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find the right formula—through a UN, an OAS or some
similar legalistic mechanism.

Another major influence upon American foreign policy
is the fear of nuclear warfare. This is especially prevalent in
liberal circles where it has brought forth an amazing volume
of literature built around the theme, straight from Moscow,
that there can be no winner in such warfare and that we
must therefore avoid it at any cost. An illustration of this
philosophy is the statement of Harvard professor David Ries-
man in The Liberal Papers: “But as the cold war con-
tinues, it becomes increasingly difficult for decent Americans,
humane enough to prefer peace to an egocentric national
honor, to be outspokenly and genuinely anti-communist.” This,
of course, is the doctrine of appeasement and surrender.

Regardless of the polished inadequacies that have been em-
ployed to rationalize our policies toward Cuba and the
world-wide communist attack, it has been apparent to most
observant Americans that these policies have been conspic-
uously unsuccessful. With a few notable exceptions, including
the demand that the Soviets remove the missiles from Cuba, we
have been losing steadily since 1945. The United States is by
far the most powerful nation on earth, both militarily and
economically; but our leadership has generally failed to un-
derstand the fact that power, without the will to use it, is
meaningless. We shall continue to lose the war against com-
munism until we recognize the basic truth expressed by Gen-
eral Douglas MacArthur in his memorable address to Con-
gress on April 19, 1951, when he said “There is no substitute
for victory.”
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ORIGINATORS OF AMERICAN SOCIALISM
By A. P. KtLso

Read before “THE EcypTians,” December 13, 1962

I

William Graham Sumner was Ward’s chief competitor for
recognition as the intellectual leader of the New American
philosophy. This, being essentially a mass-product philosophy,
was the fulfillment of the democratic dream. Sumner was no
self-educated veteran of the Civil War, but a product of Yale,
which for a generation he electrified if he did not quite dom-
inate it. He it was who was chiefly responsible for the most

that ideas are the result

useful of the sociologists’ fallacies
of non-intelligent social forces—as though the pressure of mass

stupidity could create and extrude ideas.

Sumner was born at Paterson, New Jersey, in 1840, his
father being an immigrant British machinist, a hard-working,
absolutely reliable man and a tectotaler. Graduating from
Yale in 1864, he spent the remaining war months in Geneva
and Géttingen. The main result of his German university
experience seems to have been the belief that only a clear
and comprehensive view of any subject could be called the
truth about that subject. His interest in economics he attrib-
uted to Miss Harriet Martineau’s book, read long before in
boyhood. The only stimulus derived from a year at Oxford
came from the reading of Hooker’s Ecclesiastical Polity and
Buckle’s History of Civilization in England. Hooker in par-
ticular reinforced his faith in “constitutional authority” and
“historic continuity.” The best that one got at Oxford was
from one’s fellow students. He did not admit that that was
as it should be.

At that time he was intending to enter the priesthood.
From 1867-1872 he served as an Anglican priest. From the
latter date until his death he was professor of political and
social science at Yale. Noah Porter who had selected him,
regarded him as a viper warmed in his bosom and protested
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against his feeding the innocent youth on Spencer and Mill.

Liberalism, however, as it appeared among the financial
oligarchy, probably owes more to Sumner than to anyone
else. The vitality of his personality redeemed his heresies;
indeed, according to William Lyon Phelps who was himself
to be a beloved Professor for a season, Sumner was the only
member of the Yale faculty who was alive. Sumner had a
great contempt for his fellow sociologists and their love of
statistics. He preferred the title of social scientist, the garden
variety of sociologist being ignorant of and consequently dis-
loyal to the principle of historic continuity. To make good
this deficiency he produced out of his preparation for his
classroom lectures a study of the actual historical develop-
ment of human society. Folk Ways is an American classic. In
its approach to reality through the fantastic and bizzare, it is
closer in spirit to the Leatherstocking tales than to the hum-
drum malevolence of Dynamic Sociology. It has an underly-
ing gaiety, an unquenchable optimism.

Sumner’s position is equivocal. From one side it is a defense
of capital; from another it implies a modification of that sys-
tem by coming to terms with its opponents. “Capital,” he
grants, “is the condition precedent of all gain and security
and power.” We in America live in that faith, but we also
live under the most primitive and therefore—on his principle
of historic continuity—the most fundamental of social laws,
namely, the differentiation of society into the “we-group” or
“In-group” as against “other-groups” or “out-groups.” Loyalty
to the “we-group” implies hatred and contempt for “other-
groups.”

This theory may be termed social realism, if that is taken
to mean the recognition of social facts. More than that, Sum-
ner suggests that the solution is in the hands of a group. To
that extent, he abandons salvation through the thoughts of a
genius or the power of a leader. His contempt for rationalism
leads him to minimize the function of philosophy, which he
places on a par with astrology; the solution for social prob-
lems is to be found in folkways which, when hardened, become
mores and manners.

A large portion of Sumner’s prestige was the result of his
masterpiece. He had raked through ancient and medieval his-
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tory and the work of the anthropologists, quite active in his
day, to prove his points. Roman and Canon law found them-
selves corroborated by the descriptions of Snouck Hurgronje
and Miss Mary Kingsley. He is true to the evolutionist ex-
planation of accidental variation; there is no rational cause
for the origin of a folkway. It is an accident from which an
induction is drawn. For example: A hunting party of Eskimos
met with no game. They sent one of their members back for
the hambone of a dog; as he was returning to them, he met
and killed a seal. Hence, one of the folkways of Eskimos is
to carry the hambone of a dog with them on hunting parties.

How much of the anthropology Sumner relied on has sur-
vived the investigations of later workers in that field is im-
material. His general position, the irrationalist’s explanation—
the fallacy of fallacies—has been maintained. Customs that
open up so trivially, become hardened, if consciously main-
tained, into mores. “Therefore,” Sumner argues, “morals can
never be intuitive. They are historical, institutional, and em-
pirical.” There speaks the Anglican priest. The writer once
heard another of that company refer to matrimony as just an
antiquated custom; unfortunately a large section of American
males have taken such sociological humor seriously.

Following Galton, Sumner attempts to reduce an individual
to so much capital value. Men too become capital. According
to his authority, there have been only four hundred men of
genius in all history; those who are the distinguished men—a
lower rating of Sumner’s own time—the new American aristo-
crats, leaders of opinion, are estimated at two hundred and
fifty out of one million. At the other end of the scale (he
was forced to use England and Wales as evidence since Amer-
ican equalitarianism would not permit such realistic data),
there is one idiot or imbecile per four hundred; about a third
of the population is about one-third human in value; forty
per cent are two-thirds each of a man. But the remainder can
be educated to the point where they “pass muster in a crowd.”
Such facts, irrespective of the accuracy of the statistics, show
that the masses are not perfectly secure under their control;
sos‘.icty is far more complex than the sociologists care to ad-
mit. Hence, not even the mores are socially ulﬁmatc; they can
be superseded by the laws. For example, marriage has passed
through three stages, from a folkway, to one of the mores, to
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laws. Nevertheless the laws, Sumner declares, only ratify the
mores. The grand example is the fusion of legislation with
ethos in western Europe during the last 2,000 years—the
Christian era.

This erasure of any appeal to providence, that is, God’s
will, or to ideals, that is, God’s reason, is why the erstwhile
priest denounced foreign missions. The missionary’s ignorance
of Moslem or Buddhist folkways leads only to racial antag-
onism—an offering of “something from above downwards.”
And if Christian civilization is only a current of accidental
variations in customs, it is absurd to propose them as a solu-
tion of world ills, as Joshiah Strong was doing. Yet, “reform
and corrections” are not “hopeless.” It will be some clever
statesman or social philosopher, rather than a theoretical re-
former who may guage these social tendencies and guide them.
“Great crises come when great new forces are at work.”

To Sumner’s disciples, however, a most interesting aspect
was his account of the evolution of money, which is a form
which the struggle of a group for existence takes. So-called
labor is a part of the same struggle. Notice this hypostasizing
of money, much as in Carnegie’s mind; groups do not struggle
for money, money is the struggle. Labor and money are pro-
tagonists. Sumner admits that the recognition of work as a
blessing is modern; no doubt it is only one of the peculiar
American folkways. The attempt “to glorify labor and decry
wealth is to multiply absurdities.” He is correct, the chief
modern hypocrisy is the pathetic cry for work, followed by a
determined effort to get out of as much of it as possible.

Quite aware of the various struggles of societies against
societies in America, Sumner regarded fashions and fads, as
well as their antithesis, satires and caricatures, as examples
of such struggles. They were analogous to the mass hysterias
(crusades) and mass persecutions (the Inquisition) in the
Middle Ages, the most glaring example being the treatment
of the negro by the whites. He delighted in reminding aboli-
tionist New England that New York, New Jersey, and Massa-
chusetts had had laws for execution of negroes by burning as
well as Virginia and South Carolina. What he failed to
analyze were the causes that ended such folkways.

Charles Henry Lea’s history of the Inquisition, rated by

some experts as the greatest technical achievement in history
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produced in this country, provided Sumner with a vast
amount of material supporting his theory. The masses of the
people rather than the church were the originators of such
cruelty, e. g, the yellow cross of heresy. Slavery, which had
engulfed America in war in his young manhood, is treated
similarly. The evidence from Roman and Church history is
juxtaposed; Lecky is quoted: “Slavery was distinctly and for-
mally recognized by Christianity and no religion has ever
laboured more to encourage a habit of docility and passive
obedience.” Religion, then, is presumably not the source of

reform.

This problem of slavery can be taken as a test case, to
check Sumner’s tacit claim to have produced a method for a
scientific solution of social problems. Citing the economic
decay of the West Indies after the abolition of slavery, he
concludes that since “slavery springs from greed and vanity,
it .. .is at once intertwined with selfishness and other vices.”
Therefore, “it is not an ethical product of folkways.” It is
hard to read that statement and believe one’s eyes, coming
from one who had reduced the ethical to the social. It is a
verbal dodge to say that slavery, so far from being a folkway,
is its very antithesis. It is harder, since he accepts abortion,
infanticide, and senicide as “primary folkways which respond
to the hard facts of life in the most direct and primitive
manner.” Cannibalism is a primordial mos; there is even a
philosophy of cannibalism. No religion forbids it, because it
was thrown out of the mores before any ‘religion’ was founded.
He has not been the only thinker who has attempted to escape
from his system; at best, there is a suggestion that since out
of the social structure all mores have emerged, so out of so-
ciety as a whole we can look for antidotes and perhaps com-
plete cures.

Sumner was under the influence of German social theory,
itself a product of German philosophy, although in revolt.
Religion and philosophy were reduced to the level of “com-
ponents of the mores.” That is why he held neither of them
could create or regulate mores. He cites a German on the
German people. “The moral development of the German
people” is such “that one cannot bear to contemplate it, be-
cause Fhe people face the facts with absolute indifference.
There is not a trace of moral initiative or moral consciousness.”
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For the destruction of mores he seems to rely on ridicule—
a position which certainly distinguished him {rom the ordinary
social philosopher. He throws into amusing juxtaposition the
custom of celibate bishops of the third and fourth centuries
of introducing women into their episcopal palaces with the
custom of “bundling,” as practiced by Dutch, Scandinavian,
English, Scotch, and Welsh; harlotry and gladiatorial shows,
the theater and popular sports, afford examples of these
social rituals and counter irritants of satire and ridicule
That is a residue of rationalism in Sumner’s philosophy. His
belief that such problems as militarism, imperialism, and pro-
tective tariff can be laughed away—an attack on the tariff
would be “true blasphemy”—is an appeal to some power that
transcends society as such.

The conclusions he reaches, after this tour through a veri-
table muscum of anthropological curiosities are: 1) Denial
of the Lester Ward thesis—salvation through education. As a
Yale professor he knew too well the petition principii involved.
America’s faith in popular education is in itself one of the
major American mores, this education failing largely because
it has neglected the actual springs of action. Here the roman-
ticist unconsciously betrays the utilitarian in Sumner. 2) Edu-
cated men are missionary-made men, cut out of their native
habitat, and therefore weak and ineffective, suffering from
that deadly uniformity called orthodoxy. Why, he knows of
men dismissed {rom universities for preaching free trade. Edu-
cation as such is no solution of social problems. 3) The solu-
tion lies in the right type of education, in the study of the
history of the mores, or social and cultural history. We are
living in a world of moral anarchy because we have lost our
source of historic continuity. It 1s time, I suppose, that the
study of a subject sometimes liberates a man from that
subject, but not always; certainly the tribe of sociologists
springing from Sumner were not free from sociological predis-
positions or even personal social prejudices. The liberal may
be only one who has lost his convictions.

Sumner was quite aware of the sociologist’s predicament.
Everybody was interested in the subject with “especial avidity.”
Since all the great religions had included each of the human
interests, science being supposed to be all-inclusive, so did
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sociology which had inherited the tasks of both religion and

science.
From the religious teacher the sociologist had acquired a

natic authoritarianism, but experiments in sociology being
“because we cannot dispose of the time, that is

dog

1mp0551ble !
of the lives of a body of men and women,” the only technique

the sociologist has is the “cultivation of trained judgment.”
His fear that sociologists will therefore be timid about gener-
alizations is scarcely borne out by later developments; nor
does he seem to realize how “training” a judgment may
warp it.

His first bid for fame was his essay on The Forgotten Man
(1883). The use made of this term by the New Dealers sug-
gests that they failed to read it. According to Sumner, there
are four levels of men among the Sovereign People. 1) The
economic and political leaders; 2) Professional and business
men; 3) The forgotten men—*the simple, homnest laborer,
ready to earn his living by productive work;” 4) The beggars.
The burden is borne by the third level; v1ct1m1/cd by the first
group, they are not in a position to defend themselves as are
the members of the second group, and such favors as society
bestows are bestowed on those at the lowest level. But “a free
man cannot take a favor.” This is pure Kantianism, and
although it is present in the American, there is also present
“an apparently invincible prejudice in people’s minds in favor
of state regulation.”

This is America’s greatest achievement in national self-
deceit. We want to be free under impossible conditions, ex-
pecting the benefits of French or Prussian bureaucracy with-
out the surrender of any of our personal liberty. Who pays for
this state regulation? The Forgotten Man.

The history of the States has been a history of selfishness,
cupidity, and robbery. There is nothing metaphysical about
civil affairs, that is politics. The victim is the Forgotten Man.
“He works, he votes, generally he pays—but he always pays—
yes, above all, he pays.” He does not want or get an office;
he gets his name in the papers only when he marries or when
he dies, but he “keeps production going.”

This sudden revelation in the priest’s soul—for, once a
priest, always a priest—of the romantic passion of sympathy
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may redeem Sumner’s soul, but it has not saved America
from the very practices which he abhorred. His indictment of
“sociocracy,” because of the inability of a society as a society
to produce any criterion by which to judge its own activities
and ideals, is not avoided by proposing a history of culture as
a preparation for a career as a sociologist. If that history does
reveal ideals, then the task surely is the promulgation of the
ideals in the minds of the American people directly, rather
than a reliance on the liberated few as saviors of society.

Sumner was almost as irrational as the frank sentimentalists
he excoriates. Whereas they were either religious or political
sentimentalists courting the masses, he was an academic senti-
mentalist—hence his power at Yale—creating a delusive faith
in the unsuspected powers of the forgotten man, as if out of
these depths of society some new folkways would accidentally
emerge which would solve all national problems. If you are a
believer in this thesis, you can cite the invention of the auto-
mobile, and so forth.

II.

The greatest heretic, or the greatest prophet, in economics,
that has appeared in America was Henry George (1830-1897).
Since the power to tax is the power to destroy, it can also be
the power to create. The government, according to George,
enters into the economic realm through taxing. He does not
rely on the government to produce a supply of social experts
as did Lester Ward, or on the accidental emergence of a
genius as did Sumner. He had tasted poverty. His parents,
devout Episcopalians, were too poor to send him to college.
In 1855, he had sailed before the mast to India and Australia.
His patron saint was Thomas Jefferson. “Liberty calls us
again. We must follow her further; we must trust her fully.
Either we must trust her fully or she will not stay.” And just
before his death he declared, “T believe . . . that . . . honest
democracy, the democracy that believes that all men are
created equal, would bring a power that would revivify not
merely this imperial city (New York), not merely the State,
not merely the Country, but the world.”

As a printer and editor struggling in the maelstrom of the
post-war era, he had migrated to California. California’s
crassness reduced him to scepticism. He married an eighteen-
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old girl, and when a second child was born, he was re-

year-
duced to begging on the streets.

In New York City to see the sights, George had been struck
by the violent contrast between the palaces of Fifth Avenue
and the slums; and particularly a spot made notorious by
Charles Dickens. His eyes were opened: “Once in daylight,
and in a city street, there came to me a thought, a vision, a
call—give it what name you please. But every nerve quivered.
And then and there I made a vow.” The theme of the vision
is given in the title of the revised version of his book, Progress
and Poverty (1879). Two years earlier, he had published
Land Policy. The vow was to eradicate that ancient foe,
poverty, the oldest as well as the newest of class distinctions
of which the Avenue and the Bowery were visible symbols.

He refused to see God’s hand as directing the history of
America (he was defeated at the polls), but he relied on
Jefferson’s God, the author of nature, who created man and
the earth, and endowed man with the right to use the earth.
This is a revival of the eighteenth century’s program of the
Conquest of Nature, today a faith that the creation of a
global civilization will redeem man of his follies and his sins.
As an economist, he swept away all other explanations of
prosperity and wealth, of depressions and poverty, and found
in rent the cause of the great economic paradox.

The unearned increment of real estate values, due to other
men’s activity, which their stupidity allows a few shrewd in-
dividuals to appropriate, must be taxed. No other forms of
taxation are needed; all other forms tend to aggravate eco-
nomic inequalities. George had seen this paradox in the land-
values in California; land that had been deemed worthless
and given away later had, in places, risen to one thousand
dollars per acre. To allow a man to collect rent on land
which another improves through his work is “the denial of
justice” which leads to the “subtle alchemy that in ways
they do not realize is extracting from the masses in every
civilized country the fruits of their weary toil.”

Thus, Henry George would begin where the socialist pro-
gram must finally end, with the exappropriation of land. He
fhd not propose literally to communize the land; no agrarians
In America would have voted for that. His scheme was to
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repeal any and all taxation, except on basic land values.
There are certain difficulties here. Some of the value of the
property may be owing to the owner’s activities, even if some
of it is unearned increment, and the difficulty is in assessing
the values of the two factors. According to his proposal, an
unimproved lot on a city street—held for future profits—con-
tiguous to another on which a skyscraper has been built would
pay the same tax. This is proposed to force either the im-
provement of the land or the relinquishing of ownership. But
the formula is too simple to handle the problem of land values
across the length and breadth of any country, for that in-
volves considerable technical difficulties, and attendant in-
equalities, as any other economic scheme of salvation. For all
practical purposes, Henry George’s single-tax scheme is a
proposal for the seizure of all rents above the carrying-charges
of the actual improvement, but even in the improvements
you will find unearned increment; the wages of the builders
and the cost of the material are as inflated by a so-called
standard of living as are rents proper. In normal times, if
there ever have been normal times in the United States, the
rental value of all the land has been approximately one-fourth
of the total income. That quarter would bear the entire
burden of taxation. There may be a landed aristocracy, care-
fully hidden away, but it scarcely compares with the financial
and manufacturing aristocracy.

Henry George’s proposal would remove the hated protec-
tive tariff and also do away with the alleged necessity for
subsidies to agriculture, housing and education. Or would it
provide the means for the exercise of a new type of villainy?
The alleged government improvers of real estate in America
do not have a stainless record.

Like other prophets, moreover, Henry George may have
had a vision of the future, without realizing what in fact
that future would be: “With want destroyed; with greed
changed to noble passions; with the fraternity that is born of
equality taking the place of jealousy and fear that now array
men against each other; with mental power loosed by condi-
tions that give the humblest comfort and leisure; and who
shall measure the heights to which civilization may soar?
Words fail the thought? It is the Golden Age.”

He converted many. In 1897, over doctor’s orders, he en-
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tered the lists for mayor of New York, against Tammany, and
died five days before the election: “But if I have to die, how
can I die better than serving humanity?” His funeral was
the greatest ever accorded a private citizen in New York;
a hundred thousand mourners “viewed the remains;” another
hundred thousand were unable to do so.

Academically speaking, Henry George suffered from the
American passion for oversimplification, both in his diagnosis
and prescription; cause and cure. The grasping landlord is
not the only villain in the picture. The folly of man in over-
populating certain localities, which create the megalopolises of
modern civilization, cannot be so easily stemmed; to argue
that the land should be as free as sunlight and air is to fly
in the face of all human history. If there is to be no private
property in land, there is no reason to grant private property
to what our hands have made. Land itself is as much a tool
as the factory or home which stands on it. A great contrast
appears between this panacea and that successfully sold to
millions by Karl Marx. The wider scope of the Marxian
theory is obvious; the argument which Henry George applied
to land values can be applied to all economic values.

There is no question of Henry George’s genius, if the crea-
tion of a glittering generality, a true idea, is to be counted as
proof. At the same time he makes very clear the danger in
limiting one’s outlook; also he reveals the danger in depriving
such minds of scholastic training. No true philosopher can
rely solely on some pure intuition.

As an index of American mentality in the last quarter of
the nineteenth century, the career of Henry George revealed
the way to popularity—the presentation of a single idea,
which is all that the bulk of mankind can absorb at one time.
In his day the country was covered by travelling physicians
who generally sold their panaceas in the glare of gas torches
from the rear of wagons, in bottles. The solutions, chiefly
(.‘psom-salts, were colored red or green; and the oratory was
jLISt. as impassioned as George’s, for passion can create, finally,
a kind of sincerity. It certainly can win acceptance from the
frustrated.

L1L.

Thc' advocate of socialism who succeeded in converting
many in the church was Edward Bellamy (1854-1898), born
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at Chicopee Falls, Massachusetts, educated at Union College
—which has already figured in our story—and was a writer
on the conservative New York Evening Post, which was so
orthodox that it published its substitute for a Sunday edition
on Saturdays; a relict of that journal is the present Saturday
Review of Literature. Bellamy is evidence of the presence in
the church of a secret belief in a very different political and
economic faith, from that in which this country was born,
and the tremendous vogue of Looking Backward makes Bel-
lamy the greatest popularizer of socialism in the United States;
as an author, he belongs in a class with E. P. Roe, that senti-
mental optimist in whose narratives everything comes out
right because it always starts right. Perhaps the Warner sisters
and “Pansy” should be added. All of them helped to enlarge
the public which Harriet Beecher Stowe created: Good Chris-
tians interested in the social scene, willing to imbibe small
doses of philosophy in strong draughts of fiction which pur-
ports to depict life.

Bellamy’s book 1is still used by sub-rosa socialists in denomi-
national colleges as “collateral reading” in “Social Science”
courses; the great and bloodless revolution which Bellamy
predicted for the twentieth century will be due to the vast
development of mechanical substitutes for human labor, re-
leasing the bulk of our time for leisure, devoted to education
and recreation. In other words, Utopia, U. S. A.

Bellamy has been justified in part. We do live in a world
of gadgets; a large part of our leisure is spent in education
and recreation. He is discredited in part. The revolution has
already produced two world wars; and, at least for a consid-
erable portion of the body politic, the leisure is spent in dissi-
pation and crime. Bellamy’s key move was to propose an
elimination of waste by eliminating competition, and here his
mantle has fallen on Stuart Chase. However, this happy world
can only be created by the State—government control.

According to Bellamy, the Rip Van Winkle of 2000 A.D.,
all persons will be educated by the State at state expense, to
the age of twenty-five; then, for twenty years, all will work in
labor battalions; at forty-five (Bellamy died, aged forty-eight),
all will retire to enjoy perfect security and leisure, presumably
to listen to an endless series of lectures by future Bellamies.
(Here we find the source of both Mrs. Roosevelt’s ideas,
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which became those of Mr. Roosevelt, as well as the Great
Books program by which President Hutchins has revitalized
the University of Chicago). Bellamy was as kindhearted as
E. P. Roe. It was just “the folly of men, not their hard-
heartedness (which) was the great cause of the world’s pov-
erty” . - - “The Colossal, world-darkening blunder” . . . the
principle of competition.” The way to eliminate that is to
climinate money; government cards (and these too made their
appearance during war rationing) will be supplied to all.

The primal principle of democracy is the worth and
dignity of the individual. That dignity, consisting in the
quality of human nature, is essentially the same in all
individuals, and therefore equality is the vital principle

of all democracy.

This pronouncement opens to attack the entire position of
socialism, for the claim that all men are morally equal would
sweep away the entire literature of the past, which springs
from moral conflicts and contrasts; it would not only close all
our prisons, which Bellamy would have applauded, but would
end all except technical education, for without criticism and
principles of evaluation any liberal education would be sheer

impertinence.

It may be expedient to accept the socialist proposal of
equality in income for all. There may be no freedom from
social unrest, as it was called in those days, but no govern-
ment can force on any individual respect for other human
beings if he does not respect them. Certainly not in America
where for the last fifty years the literature of criticism—of
satire, of exposure (muckraking), of gossip—has flourished as
never before. The heroes and heroines of the old romantic
tales may have disappeared, but the villains, in the guise of
Senators, bankers, clergymen, and even innocuous professors,
have greatly increased. Why, plaintively asks a recent observer,
Howard Mumford Jones, are college presidents always cast
in the role of villain? Why, one might ask in reply, has satire,

or exposure of labor leaders not as yet appeared? The answer
1s, Bellamyism.

: There was an attempt to elevate it into a religion or at
east a denomination of Christianity ; there were one hundred
and sixty-seven Bellamy clubs by 1891, but it was swallowed
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up in Populism, which evolved into Bryanism; and Bryanism
was regurgitated by the New Deal. The spirit of Edward
Bellamy goes marching on, but so do those of others.

IV.

Thorstein Veblen is the somewhat mysterious figure that
stood in the background while Bellamy gestured in the fore-
ground. His theory is a high-water mark of pure socialism—
the proposal to grant society absolute autonomy; there are to
be no checks and balances, the term, “social control,” suggest-
ing that society has a right to control not only the individual,
but all institutions.

Veblen was a pupil of William Graham Sumner at Yale
and broke away from him. Sumner saw America from the ivy-
covered towers of Yale, with the literary and religious tradi-
tions of the New England elite, while Veblen had already
viewed it from an immigrant’s farmhouse in the Middle West.
To a certain extent, Veblen sectionalized socialism and created
the engaging thought that from the prairies would come
deliverance. Probably Veblen was the most effective master of
insinuating ill-will for the rich; while Americans were wor-
shipping the greater millionaires, Carnegie and Rockefeller in
particular, Veblen described the effect of the competitive sys-
tem which created them as a “hawk influence.” Ruthlessness
was transforming America into a veritable battlefield between
capital and labor. The plutocrats were the new American
aristocrats. The suggestion is that they must go. He had no
patience with his former teacher. Men such as Sumner were
dogmatists who mistook for social and economic science what
was nothing but the “projection of the accepted ideals of
conduct.” Actually, Veblen was an ethical revolutionist and
saw, correctly, that any genuine economic reform will entail
a great upheaval. This, naturally, did not endear him to the
timid, who talked of gradual evolution, aiming either to get
as much for themselves or give as little to others, providing
“trouble” was avoided.

America, for Veblen, was a sorry land, exhibiting economic
confusion produced by the collision between two great powers,
the engineers and financiers, the engineers creating the ma-

chines which were creating the new industrialism. A new ma-
terialistic revolution was imminent, potentially present. Un-
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fortunately—and this seems to be Veblen’s version o_f the
American tragedy—the marvelous minds of these engineers
were the slaves of the captains of finance, and the curse of
America is the profit-motive. Its ethics is essentially p'redatory;
the eighteenth-century pirate has reappeared as the dlrect(?r of
a trust, the solution for this inner conflict between business
and finance being to place society under the management of

the engineers. An engineer-managed economy can, at least,

replace the price-system.

With this proposal, Veblen has abandoned any faith in the
free market. As for its feasibility of his scheme, he has no
safeguard against the engineers becoming in turn the new
financial aristocracy. They may be better, morally, than the
idle rich; they might conceivably be sterner masters; at any
rate, today it is the management by experts which is under
attack by labor, while the stock-holders are practically elimi-

nated from consideration.

At the meeting in Saratoga Springs in 1885, there was also
present Simon Patten, the professor of economics at Pennsyl-
vania. Reared in Germany where the benefits of a govern-
ment-controlled economic systemn were already bearing their
first fruits, he came to the prairics of Illinois, and during his
academic career, finally reached Philadelphia.

“We no longer live in an age of deficit and pain,” he said,
“but rather in an age of surplus and pleasure when all things
are possible if we will but keep our eyes turned to the future
and strip our intelligence for the task.” Thus in 1907, the
millenium had practically arrived. In Philadelphia, where the
concept of the protective tariff had been born, Patten pro-
posed the logical corollary of government regulation of our
internal economic activities. The free market was the cause of
our difficulties. A few years later, he said, “Ideals are telic,”
L e, an ideal “must point out the means by which the end is
reached.” This is a variation on the theory that the end justi-
fies the means; it must do more than that; it must actually
suggest the methods for attaining it.

It is with .this inspiring hope that man can solve his social
and economic problems, that Patten’s most noted student,
Rexford Guy Tugwell, transformed the New Deal: “Let us
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take off our coats and get to work,” he is reported to have

said.

The social gospel may have won, and perhaps permanently,
in America; but its weakness is evident. Discarding principles
for opportunities, it is very difficult to understand, so much so,
that one wonders whether its chief exponents know what they
are doing. And like the utilitarianism from which it sprang,
the goal of social wellare which it professes is as vague as the
happiness of the greatest possible number, for what is happi-
ness? And how is well-being to be determined?

No amount of national prosperity can atone for a loss of
the sense of a national purpose. Or, does a nation exist only
to satisfy its constituent members, to play a part in world af-
fairs, or in world history? No philosophy reduced to the social
gospel can answer such questions; the minds that propose it,
live in an inevitably self-enclosed social atmosphere. There is
such a fact as intellectual suffocation.

MEMPHIS POLITICS—PAST AND PRESENT

CLARK PoOrRTEOUS

Read before Tur Eeverians, Jan. 17, 1963

One cannot write about Memphis politics in the 20th
century without writing about the late Edward Hull Crump,
so a great part of this paper will deal largely with Crump
and his impact on Memphis.

As a boy growing up in Laurel, Miss., I sometimes read
the Commercial Appeal, and of course Ed Crump was a
familiar name to me, but I paid little attention to politics
and really didn’t know much about him. I was much more
interested in the batting average of big Joe Hutchison and
other heroes of the Memphis Chicks.

I had not been at Southwestern long in 1930 before I
began to hear about Boss Crump. He was then in Congress.
Some of the older students were interested in politics and
sometimes the Crump machine was discussed in dormitory
bull sessions—when the subject wasn’t sex or athletics.

Some of the students were remarkably astute about politics.
They said that Frank (Roxie) Rice was the real brains of
the machine, and that Crump was the personality guy—the
front man. I rather believe that to have been true, that Rice,
Tyler McLain and others had much to do with the architec-
ture of the earlier Crump machine. Anyway, when Crump
lost both of these stalwarts to death within a brief period, he
no longer had any “No” men. By that time he was well es-
tablished and the machine became dignified and had the aid
of Memphis businessmen, and coasted along for quite awhile.

But when I was a student at Southwestern from 1930 to
1934, the Crump machine was anything but dignified.

Much has been written about how the machine was free
from graft, how Crump never took a dishonest penny, and

!xow it was the will of the people that Crump do their polit-
ical thinking.

; .
That wasn’t true during my four years at Southwestern and

]’n 2 - . . .
my early years as a Press-Scimitar police reporter.
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The machine was suckled at the breasts of vice, and the
money to make the mare go came from pay-offs by those who
wanted to operate.

It was during the great depression when I was a South-
western student, and few of us had any money, and even
those who did, didn’t dare display it. The boys wore baggy
corduroy trousers, usually, sweaters or sweat shirts, rarely ties
and coats, except for dances, etc. You could have a big time
on a date for a dollar. There were almost no cars on the
campus, and a football player who had an old black and red
topless Model T was very popular indeed.

Once a fellow student took me downtown with him. We
went into the back room of a pool parlor, and to my amaze-
ment, there were crap games going strong. We were ’teen
agers, but that didn’t matter. My friend, who, incidentally,
is now president of a big insurance company in Texas and
is a Republican leader, had a quarter. He shot craps while I
watched. That was one thing I hadn’t learned in Laurel,
Miss. He ran his two bits up to $2.50, then fell off and went
broke. He borrowed 50c¢ from me, and that was something, as
I didn’t have many half dollars at that time. Well, he won a
little with my capital, then finally lost it, and we left the
place broke—without even the 7c street car back to South-
western. We didn’t walk—somehow we found someone going
out that way.

I learned there were dice games and other gambling all
over downtown Memphis, but it didn’t bother me then—I
thought that was just the natural way things were done in
cities.

Later I discovered the Red Light district, with the aid of
some of my more worldly wise fellow students. It seems there
were brothels all over downtown Memphis, but more partic-
ularly on Vance Avenue.

There was even a white-coated, porter-capped Negro cap-
per who stood on the corner of Main and Gayoso, who ac-
costed men and boys and showed them where they could have
fun at the Rex Hotel, a whore house just off Main. There
were some street walkers, but most of the prostitutes sat in
windows in the houses, usually facing close to the sidewalk,
and tapped on the window with a nickel.
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The going price was $2, but college boys didn’t often have
that much. Besides, some of us were afraid of catching a
venereal disease or something.

But we found out it was fun to make the rounds of the
houses on a Saturday night, or some other night after attend-
ing a movie or something downtown. It cost a dime to play
the juke boxes of that era, tho it was a nickel elsewhere.
Cokes were a dime, beer 25c a bottle—home brew, it was,

until later, too.

A group of us would go in, and the girls would come out,
in various stages of undress, and soon would be trying to
seduce us into going upstairs with them. That failing, they
would get us to buy them something to drink and to play the
juke boxes. We got a certain amount of satisfaction, pinching,

patting, touching, kissing, etc.

After awhile, they would get tired of us, or some cash cus-
tomers would come in, and we would be told to leave, some-
times by tough-looking bouncers. There were enough houses
that we didn’t run out over the months, and many of the girls
changed, anyway, and didn’t remember us when we returned
sometime later. It was rare for a girl to get a date with a
fee from the college boys, but it happened sometimes.

Some of the boys liked to go to the Negro brothels. Tt was
cheaper and the girls were quite nice to white boys. Some
fellows liked them better anyway.

We had another stunt we’d pull on Beale Street—a group
would go into a pawn shop, pretend to be an orchestra, play
the various instruments and pretend we wanted to buy them,
then would get peeved about nothing and all walk out and
let the operator think he had missed a big sale. We once went
into a Beale Street tailor shop, and all got measured for iden-
tical suits, several kinds, as a band. Then got sore because we
couldn’t get some outrageous colored lapels or something, and
walked out.

We also learned where the bootleggers were, and which
ones stayed open, had the better grades and prices. There

was one under the Summer Avenue viaduct we patronized for
dances, etc.
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So I knew something about the vice situation in Memphis
when I finished Southwestern and went to work for The
Press-Scimitar the next day, June 7, 1934.

But T had a lot to learn about politics and how things
were with the madams, bootleggers, gamblers, etc., and the
politicians.

It wasn’t long before I was assigned to the police beat, and
I started getting my education. There was something fearsome
called the “Lid” which would be clamped on and off for
some strange reason. I would do stories about the “Lid” being
on, not quite understanding why.

Knowledge came. Some of the f[riendly police officers,
including some shift captains, were really collectors. The dice
games, the madams, the bootleggers, all paid off to the polit-
ical machine. It was how the money was obtained to buy poll
tax receipts for the Negroes who were “voted,” for the big
political parties, and other expenses of a political machine.

Sometimes the “Lid” would go on because the weekly pay-
ments were being raised. Sometimes it was because the Fed-
eral Grand Jury was in session, or because some Federal
“revenuers” or other such officers were in town. A select few
sometimes were permitted to keep open, even when a lid was
on. You could generally tell how long or strong the sudden
close-down on vice was by those permitted to stay open.
Jack’s Place on Lamar, a bootleg place, for instance, was
almost never closed. Jack had done the Boss some great favor
back in the old days.

Now and then a high-ranking officer would be “busted,”
and sometimes discharged. If an officer didn’t turn his vice
collections in to the machine, and got caught, he was sure
to go. Of course, policemen did some grafting, but the major
take was for the machine. I remember a popular captain,
who had been voted the most popular officer on the force,
and two other captains all got fired. Then there was the time
an inspector got in trouble. The story was that the Boss him-

self had accused him of keeping money collected for the ,

“political organization” and had slapped his face.

Gambling went on and on in those days. Bob Berryman
even had a suite in the Peabody, where he conducted gam-

bling. There were places all around, where WMPS is now,
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across from Loew’s Palace, in the backs of pool rooms, in
hotels, etc. Berryman had quite a place on Second, across
from the Peabody, and there was something about an elevator
being stopped between floors on a raid. Usually, the vice
operators got tipped off, from the police station, before there
was a raid. Citizens and even the newspapers just seemed to
accept the facts of life, there was vice and there were pay-
offs, and nothing could be done about it. At least nothing was.

1 remember once going to Shelby County Jail and talking
to two brothers, named Sparks, from Kennett, Mo. Their
father was a banker. They were from a good family, but wild,
and had been in several scrapes with the law. But this was
serious—they were in jail charged with holding up a dice
game at the Cotton States Hotel, which was where WMPS
is now. It was a bit embarrassing to police, a “protected”
gambling joint had been robbed.

The brothers freely admitted robbing the place—in fact,
they said they robbed it twice. They said they had been
cheated out of their money, and went back and got it with
guns. They didn’t get it all back the first time, so they re-
turned, and the return trip brought about the arrest.

I went to the Cotton States to talk to the well-known
Memphis gambler, who later operated Black Fish Lake in
Arkansas. When 1 told him the brothers said they had been
cheated, he was quite concerned. He didn’t mind a story
about his gambling place being robbed—good advertisement.
Nobody seemed to question the reason for a gambling place
downtown that could be robbed. But being cheated—that
was bad advertising. He pulled out a $100 bill and tried to
get me to take it—and that was something for a $10 a week
reporter in those days. I refused. He reached for more money.
I stalked out, principles intact, not wanting the temptation
to get too great.

I wrote the story. The place was closed, temporarily any-
way. Strangely, the Sparks brothers were not prosecuted, but
were quietly released.

Finally the end came to vice. Prohibition was repealed and
legal liquor voted into part of Tennessee in the late 30%.
Many of the bootleggers got liquor stores and continued to
contribute to the political machine kitty as businessmen.
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Finally, in 1940, and that’s just 23 years ago—vice was
ended in Memphis. There have been many stories about this,
that Mr. Crump got religion, that it was because a son was
killed in a Cotton Carnival good will tour plane crash at
Grenada, Miss., in 1939, etc. I think I know why.

Crump ran for Mayor in 1939. In 1916, he had been ousted
as Mayor, the one major setback in his career before the
Kefauver defeat in 1948. It was on a matter of not enforcing
the laws about state prohibition, gambling and vice in Mem-
phis. Anyway, he easily won the election, but there was some
doubt as to whether or not he was eligible to serve as Mayor,
because of the ouster.

A few minutes past midnight on the morning of Jan. 1,
1940, Crump stood on a railroad platform in a snowstorm at
Grand Central Station, just before leaving for New Orleans
for the Sugar Bowl game. In high good humor, he threw
snow balls at reporters, and resigned, after withdrawing the
official invitation of the city to the American Newspaper
Guild to hold its national convention in Memphis. Crump
was fighting the CIO in those days, and the Guild was in the
CIO. The convention was held in Memphis anyway, and a
strong attack on Communism in the Guild was made.

Crump resigned as Mayor, a position he probably couldn’t
have held anyway. Joe Boyle, former Courthouse custodian
and always a loyal Crumpet, was vice mayor, and he suc-
ceeded as Mayor, until the faithful City Commission, which
stayed at home, could meet later in the day and elect Walter
Chandler, who resigned as Congressman to become Mayor
by appointment. The late Watkins Overton, who had broken
again with Crump, ceased being mayor at midnight. Thus
Memphis had four mayors within a period of less than 24
hours.

Tho the TVA deal was given as the reason for the break
with Overton, it was generally believed at the time that the
real reason for the break was that Overton was acting on his
own, and getting too much favorable publicity. The first power
deal did not include gas, and Crump had it done over again.

Cliff Davis was elected in a special election to replace .
Mayor Chandler in Washington as Congressman. Faithful Joe
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Boyle replaced Davis as vice mayor and police commissioner.

It was Joe Boyle who broke up vice early in 1940. Of
course, he did it on the say-so of Crump. The machine be-
came respectable. It seems that O. John Rogge, a special De-
partment of Justice prosecutor, had cleaned up New Orleans.
War was approaching. The Navy was going to Millington.
The Second Army headquarters were in Memphis. There
was Camp McCain set for Grenada, Miss. The federal gov-
ernment didn’t want the young service men tempted by vice
in Memphis. Rogge was going to clean up Memphis.

But the veteran Sen. K. D. McKellar had a lot of power,
and threatened to hold up the Department of Justice appro-
priation. A compromise was reached. If Memphis would
clean up vice, then the Department of Justice wouldn’t have
to do it. It was agreed.

The ward heelers collected for poll tax receipts from the
brothels madams on a Tuesday night. Two nights later, they
got the police orders, issued by Joe Boyle, to close. They were
furious. I visited them and got some pithy quotes, and one
of my best stories. We were able to tell all about the Red
Light district because of their closing. A Presbyterian minister
wrote that the Porteous story on the closing of the brothels
was one of the greatest he had ever read. An Episcopal
minister from Mississippi wrote that Porteous should be sent
to Siberia. The letters ran beside each other. But the era of
organized vice which pays off was over. Of course, there is
still vice. And probably some police pay-off. But it no longer
goes to a political machine.

From 1946 until his death Oct. 16, 1954, the Crump ma-
chine was oiled with dollars from businessmen rather than
from vice. Some may have been reluctant to give, but give
they did, and Crump enjoyed some of his greatest successes
without the aid of vice, until the Kefauver defeat in 1948.

Mr. Crump liked to “show off” his office holders. Once
in his swank office at E. H. Crump & Co., while entertaining
some important politicians from Nashville, he sent for Cliff
I)ayis. whose office as police commissioner was in the nearby
police station. He had CLiff perform, and CILiff soon had the
group in an uproar with his jokes and impersonations.

Another time, Crump telephoned Walter Chandler, at the
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time Mayor, and made him sing “America” to a group in
his office. Chandler has a rather high squeaky voice, and is
not famed as a singer.

Crump would break with the biggest of political figures
when they failed to agree with him. He and Sen. McKellar
long were political allies, but they almost broke when Crump
was in Congress in 1930-31. However, they made peace, and
Crump announced he would support McKellar for re-election
in 1940, 1946 and 1952.” He did, tho McKellar lost to
Albert Gore in 1952.

Crump and McKellar differed on their choice of candidates
for Governor in 1936, but didn’t break over it. Crump backed
Gordon Browning, who had served in Congress and was a
World War I hero. McKellar supported Burgin Dossett. With
Crump’s help, including a 60,000 majority in Shelby County,
Browning won. Browning sent a telegram which probably
haunts him yet, “60,000 reasons why I love Shelby County.”
Crump and Browning became bitter political foes.

On Oct. 6, 1937, Crump made a public statement that
Browning had come to his office and proposed a three-way
political trade over a three-year period that would have sent
Crump and Browning to the Senate and Lewis S. Pope to
the governorship of Tennessee. Crump said he refused the
deal and the break with Browning resulted.

Browning did not agree as to the cause of the break, and
set up a state political organization with the purpose of de-
stroying the Shelby political machine as a force in state
politics. A long legislative fight followed, with Browning
trying to redistrict Tennessee and even trying to impose a
county unit system to cut down the big Shelby vote. Frank
Rice, in those days a strong influence with rural legislators,
kept Browning from succeeding.

Foes of Crump said the break with Browning was caused
because Browning failed to offer a vacancy in the U. S

Senate, which the Governor fills by temporary appointment

in the case of death, to Crump. It was claimed Crump had
wanted at least a refusal of the offer.

There was a bitter political fight in 1938. It was really
between Browning, running for re-election, and Crump,
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her than Prentice Cooper, who was running against

rat
Browning.

Browning threatened to send the National Guard to Mem-
phis to police the election, but a federal injunction stopped
him. I remember a great number of clubs at the police station,
made at a golf shaft and block factory, which were to have
been handed out to special deputies. Crump had influence
even in Federal Court, and Browning never had a chance

with the troops.

Browning made a political talk at the Fairgrounds during
the campaign. The Crump machine saw to it that a switch
engine kept busy on the Southern tracks, with whistle and
bell, so that Browning could not be heard easily. Also, a
Crump-tame federal marshal served injunction papers on
Browning, to keep the Guard out, during the speech. That
same marshal was later banished by the Crump crowd, in a
scandal involving sale of condemned eggs, etc., to the Penal

Farm and elsewhere.

The 1938 campaign was one of the most interesting I ever
covered. A rift with McKellar threatened temporarily. Walter
Chandler came home from Congress and announced as the
Crump candidate for Governor. Sen. McKellar was support-
ing Prentice Cooper. But Chandler withdrew in favor of
Cooper, and that healed that rift.

Browning travelled about the state in a trailer, campaigning
supposedly against Cooper, but really against Crump.

Crump had plenty of time in Memphis to think up stinging
rebukes to Browning, such as “In the Louvre in Paris there
are 28 pictures of Judas Iscariot—none look alike but they
all resemble Gordon Browning.”

“Gordon Browning is the kind of a man who would milk
his neighbor’s cow thru a crack in the fence.”

“Sparta perished for the want of Spartans. The Jekyll and
Hyde governor will perish Aug. 4 for the want of votes.”

. I would know that Browning spent the night in say Knox-
ville, and was en route to Johnson City in his trailer. We had
a wonderful telephone operator, who feally knew how to find
people. We would figure about where Browning ought to be,
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and she would get a rural telephone operator to flag down
the Governor. I would get him on the telephone, tell him
Crump’s latest crack at him. Without hesitation, Browning
would come back with a crack, often topping the Crump
insult. Browning was a remarkable ad libber.

But the 60,000 Shelby majority was reversed, and it was
Cooper who bested Browning, tho Browning was to have his
revenge 10 years later.

An interesting sidelight in the 1938 Browning fight was
about an incident that started with the public beating of the
late Ben Kohn, a lawyer who never hesitated to fight the
Crump crowd.

Anyway, Kohn got slugged, and a big bruiser was arrested
—there were witnesses, as this happened downtown. The slug-
ger was docketed as Sidney Smith and immediately released.
Some investigation revealed that the slugger’s real name was
Sidney Queen, from a family of bouncers and gamblers, etc.,
friendly to the political machine.

There was a hue and cry but Queen had disappeared. I
learned he was in Osceola, Ark. I went to Osceola with a
photographer, and talked to Queen’s sister. He wasn’t there
but she had a letter to him from a Memphis detective, ob-
viously with money in it. The sister told how she had told
Sidney not to get mixed up in all that, etc.

I wrote my story. The Crump crowd went over to Osceola

with reporters from the other paper, and the sister denied
The Press-Scimitar story, which was completely accurate.
Meanwhile, Browning’s state police had taken the letter, and
had it in their office in the Sterick Building.

The next day a city editor sent me back to Osceola to
find out from the sister which story was correct, mine or the
Commercial Appeal’s, tho he well knew the truth. I was
chased away from the sister’s home by her husband with a
shotgun.

The Browning police were afraid to open the Queen letter,
and I don’t know if it was ever opened.

After the Cooper victory over Browning, the Crump ma=
chine really went into high gear. World War II came along;
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and there was no stopping the Crump crowd. The young
men who might have fought the machine were in service.

There are many true stories about what happened when
Crump was the political king. Democracy went by default.
Frank Thompson, an undertaker, fought the machine. So
police motorcycles followed his ambulances, making arrests
for violations. Doughty old Frank Thompson advertised he
had the only police-escorted ambulances in the city. People
like Frank Thompson, Ben Kohn and a few others fought
the machine, tho the odds were tremendous against them.

Then there was Charles Brown, an attorney in a law office
friendly to Crump. He had been to the legislature. Once at
a Crump picnic, Brown was playing gin rummy, and didn’t
want to stop. But Mr. Crump wanted a softball game. Finally,
in disgust, Brown threw down his cards, said “when the Boss
says you gotta go, you gotta go.” This lese majeste was
enough to have Brown booted out, from his elective office,
his law office and even from Memphis. He moved to Nash-

ville.

There was Gerald Stratton, from a prominent Memphis
family, a lawyer who was County Court Clerk. He broke
with Crump, and lifelong friends wouldn’t speak to him.
Stratton finally moved to Boston where he became a success-
ful businessman.

Many such examples could be given of persons who were
punished because they didn’t agree with the Boss. There
was Charlie Bryan, long a laborer in the Crump vineyards,
who got cross-wise, and his Stockyards Hotel bar, with the
saddles for seats, was ruined by police in a raid.

There was Dr. A. S. Martin, a negro druggist who dared
to support Wendell Willkie for President. It wasn’t so much
that he was for Willkie, but Negroes in Memphis in those
days.were supposed to do as they were told politically, and
any ideas of doing otherwise could be bad. The negroes were
voted—they didn’t vote. )

Soh!:)olice picketed Martin’s South Memphis Drug Store,

searching customers i

e er}terlng the front door supposedly for

"y 7w ile delivery boys went in and out the back
out being molested. Tt got rather ridiculous when we got
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a picture of a negro first grader going in the store for an
ice cream cone, being searched for “dope.” But Dr. Martin
finally gave up and moved to Chicago. A Franciscan friar
was searched at the time while going to give last rites to a
dying parishoner.

Ah, yes, things were different in Memphis in those days—
and strangely enough, you even hear someone now and then
wish for the old Crump machine days again.

After Shelby got grace and no longer had gambling, Crump
decided to stop it in Mississippi, too. He had broken with
Bob Berryman, long a faithful henchman permitted to run
gambling, for a price, in Memphis. Berryman was supposed
to have threatened Crump after having had to stop gambling
in Memphis.

Anyway, Sheriff Guy Joyner, another tame Crumpet, put
up signs on the highways leading into Mississippi, reading:
“They rob you, they Beat You, They Cheat you,” etc., warn-
ing citizens against Mississippi gambling places in general,
and Berryman’s specifically. Naturally, Mississippians didn’t
like it, even from a native of Mississippi. It was one of the
major Crump mistakes.

But Bob Berryman got so agitated with the needling of
Crumpets about a burly bouncer named John Phillips, that
Berryman went gunning for Phillips, and with the aid of
certain police, got Phillips in the back of a Main street build-
ing, with the rear door locked, and killed Phillips. Crump
thus lost two enemies at once, as Berryman was sent to
prison and now operates a tourist court near Nashville, never
having returned to Memphis. Crump ran several of his former
supporters, gamblers no longer wanted in respectable Mem-
phis, out of the city.

Crump had an unlisted number at his office, and I had
the number. I remember calling it one morning, and getting
cut into a conversation between Crump and Dr. Charles E.
Diehl, who was then president of Southwestern. I recognized
both their voices, and it was all I could do to be a gentleman
and hang up without eavesdropping for news. I later reached
Crump at home and told him of the conversation. He was
amazed, said his home telephone had nothing to do with the
unlisted office number. Incidentally, Mr. Crump used to find
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Southwestern graduates a bit too liberal—they often did not
agree with his political philosophy.

Crump was born on a small farm in Marshall County,
Miss., Oct. 2, 1874, in grinding poverty, with the hatred of
carpetbaggers and the nostalgia of better days, which shaped
life in the South after the Civil war. His father, Capt. Edward
Hull Crump, fought for the Confederacy with Gen. John H.
Morgan, the Kentucky Raider. Capt. Crump died of Yellow
Fever in 1878, when Crump was only 3.

Crump, a tall, skinny red-headed kid, used to pop inflated
pig bladders in lieu of firecrackers. He went to a one-room
unpainted school. But he educated himself pretty well.

He left home at 16, went to the Delta across the state
and was a country store bookkeeper at Lula. He moved to
Memphis at 17, in 1892. He came with nothing except his
personality and a strong desire to be successful.

Crump worked as a bookkeeper, cashier and credit man.
He became secretary-treasurer of Woods-Chickasaw Co., man-
ufacturers of saddlery goods and dealers in farm implements,
at 23. A few years later, he bought the business and operated
it for several years as E. H. Crump Buggy & Harness Co. The
automobile finally hit the saddlery business, but by then
Crump was mayor of Memphis, having won over the old
political boss in 1909 by 75 votes.

Mr. Crump married Miss Bessie Byrd McLean, whose well-
to-do father was with William R. Moore.

Crump’s first political job was election officer in the tough
old Fourth Ward in 1901, and the next year he was selected
a delegate to the state Democratic convention. He was elected
to the board of public works in 1905, and police and fire
commissioner in 1907. He was re-elected mayor in 1911 and
1915, then ousted. He was elected county tru(stce in 1918, re-
elected in 1920 and 1922, and under the fee system, made a

lot of money. After leaving the office, he had it switched from
fees to salary, as it still is.

.-‘\sk?‘d how he happened to enter politics, Crump once
said: “frankly, T don’t know. I

always believed every citizen
should take an interest in his go

vernment. My interest was an
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aggressive one from the day I cast my first ballot when I
was 21.”

The big Memphis real estate, loan and insurance company
that still bears his name was founded by Mr. Crump and
the late Stanley H. Trezevant, who had been U. S. Marshal,
in 1921, long after Crump had become political boss. It was
first known as Stanley H. Trezevant & Co. In 1923, after
Crump left office as county trustee, it became Crump &
Trezevant. In 1936, Trezevant sold his interest and it became
E. H. Crump & Co. The fact that Mr. Crump was Boss
helped the business boom into a very successful one.

In his heyday as a boss, Crump, who knew the Bible,
Shakespeare and a lot of other literary things, used to write
really torrid denunciations of his political foes. He was aided
by newspapermen, such as Squire Tom Phillips, still living

and about 90; Marvin Pope and others. But the full-page :

newspaper ads had the Crump touch.

One of his favorite targets was the late Silliman Evans,

publisher of the Nashville Tennessean, who opposed Crump

as long as he lived. Crump would say such things about

Evans as:

“Liars will steal and rogues will murder, if necessary, to
accomplish a nefarious purpose . . . The honeymoon of this
lying, corroding crowd of murderers of character is over..
Their swill barrel is empty—they have scraped the bottom of

the garbage can . . . Evans intoxicated himself with megalo-
maniac dreams of power . . . He has tried bullwhipping,
browbeating . . . common ordinary lying . . . but the canker

of disappointment gnaws at his soul.”

I got involved in one of the Crump ads myself, and could
have been known as “lower case clark” if Crump hadn’t

changed his mind.

It was in 1948, when Crump took his state licking fron
Browning and Kefauver. I was covering Browning. He kept
telling a story, every time he spoke, about Crump and Wi
Gerber, his attorney general, and a leading Crump lieutena
It seems Crump and Gerber were in a cemetery taking name
off tombstones to vote them. Gerber, according to Browninf

1

told Crump he just couldn’t read the name on the o
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stone, just to put down any name, as someone was buried
there. Browning’s tag line and laugh getter was “No, Willie.
Get the name. It has to be an honest election.”

Well, on a dull day I used the Browning anecdote, quot-
ing candidate Browning. Crump and I usually got along
pretty well—at least he would talk to me, tho he knew m;
paper was always fighting him.

Crump ran one of his page ads denouncing me. He some-
how had the idea the story cast an aspersion on his dead son.
Thruout the uncomplimentary diatribe he spelled my name
without capitals—clark porteous. Edward J. Meeman, editor
of The Press-Scimitar then, and now editor emeritus, called
me into his office, said the ad was libelous and I would have
action, over the lower case letters, and told me the paper
would not run the ad if I objected. I thought it was funny
and told him to go ahead, I wouldn’t sue anybody.

But at the last minute, Crump changed the ad to capitalize
my name. Apparently his lawyer had told him it was Iibelous,
So I lost a bit of fame, as I would have been remembered as
the reporter whose name Crump wouldn’t capitalize.

Browning, Meeman and others were the subjects of some
of Crump’s scathing prose.

But his own prose helped defeat Crump’s candidates in

1948—he made the mistake of calling Estes Kefauver a “pet
coon.” ‘

‘ The .beginning of the downfall of the dictator is rather
Interesting, so I will discuss it a bit.

There was fear of opposing the machine in Memphis. Men
had been beaten, denounced and run out of town. Thf; least
::a tc:)[:.}s)o::(r;tbco?ld expect was to be smeared by the machine’s
- ' by its whispering campaign. There had been an
5 wely unjustified attack on Meeman, in the name of Jim
ov:-sadm‘s, Mayor of‘ Mem‘phis, and Pleasants never did get
i oing this terrible thing he had not wanted to do. H

to ask me if there was some way he could make amc.nds‘e

Eve 4 ’
rybody knew the Crump machine ran the city and

county offj i
sounty offices, called the Jury panels, controlled the state leg-

islature
. elected gove
< rnors, Se
A nators and Congressmen and
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also sat on the Tennessee Supreme Court. How was a citizen
to go about fighting this Goliath of a machine by himself?
Not everyone wanted a change. Some, particularly those who
got some of the city and other government business, such as
insurance and the like, atcually said they liked the system,
tho democracy had decayed. It was like 2 man who let his
right arm hang useless at his side for months. When the time

came to punch, he had no punch.

But there were some ready to battle the Goliath. They just
needed a way. Even tho everything including the PTA’s were
controlled, there was a sense of guilt, and undercurrent of
dissatisfaction with boss rule. And Crump was making mis-

takes, more and more mistakes.

A former newspaper man named J. Charles Poe moved to
Memphis from Chattanooga. He went to work with Nickey
Bros. lumber company. Poe was not in the habit of having

others think for him.

He went to see Meeman in 1948 and said he wanted to
“come out” for Estes Kefauver, a Congressman from Chat-
tanooga who was running for the U. S. Senate. Now people
in Memphis didn’t “come out” for candidates not supported
by Crump. It was amazing to Meeman, the hardest anti-
Crump fighter of all, who had kept a flickering flame of op-
position to the machine for 17 years, since he had come to
Memphis as editor of The Press-Scimitar.

Meeman had contended that 10 strong citizens—10 men
with their roots in Memphis—could start a movement to de-
feat the machine. Well, Poe was one of his men.

Others joined. There was William Barr, 2 paint specialties
manufacturer; Lucius E. Burch, Jr., 2 brilliant attorney orig-
inally from Nashville, who had known political freedom and
wanted it for Memphis; O. D. Bratton, a lumberman ; Edwin
Dalstrom, manager of a wholesale paper company; Dr. Henry
Gotten, physician who had helped clean up Baptist Hospital;
and Fdmund Orgill, who had been president of the Chamber
of Commerce and was president of Orgill Bros., a firm more

than 100 years old.

These were substantial citizens. They founded the hiemphi?

and Shelby County Citizens Committee for Estes Kefauvers
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Mr. Poe c%ied not long after his victory. Perhaps there should
be a p.ubhc monument to him—he started the real Freedom
Train in Memphis, helping sidetrack a machine that wouldn’t
let the Freedom Train come to Memphis.

This group got some breaks. First, Kefauver turned out
to be a terrific campaigner. He stumped the state, going to
such places as South Fulton, Tenn., where no state’V\;ide ;an-
didate had been before, and giving voters the image of a real
sincere guy who was honest and knew what he w(as doing.

And like him or not, the unknown Kefauver after his elec-
tion soon became nationally famous, and still is.

Another break was that Crump had a break with his
faithful Senator, Tom Stewart, whe had won dubious honor
in the 20’ as the prosecutor, behind William Jennings
Bryan, in the famous monkey trial on evolution in.Dayto(;l
Tenn. There have been wvaricus stories as to how CrumI;
broke with Stewart. One is that Will Gerber went to Wash-
ington, and asked Stewart for help in getting more Jewish
refugees into this country, and Stewart is Sll];'DOSCd t(; have
said “there are too many Jews here now, \"v'ill,;’ not thinking
of Gerber being Jewish. Gerber then told Crump Stewart wa}
anti-Semitic. Gerber denies this story, and it may have been
something else.

Mr. Gerber said Crump really got off Stewart as a result
of the 1942 campaign, when Stewart narrowly defeated
Edward W. (Ned) Carmack, of Murfreesboro, Tenn wlhose
father had been a U. S. Senator, and was sla;n n I\;ashville

bV tlle C D =
I'S. ere 18 a atue {52 (“l" e CA
C oope l ] T st € O d L[ 1 armacd k at

haﬁ}ny;\::g, Cl‘jed C;lrmack ran a hard campaign, and would

e pOin‘tces}it or the lopsided 'Shelby vote for Stewart.

o an(,{ Cewart became so d1sm?1ycd he stopped mak-

iy t(,) - qterump had to send emissaries to Winchester,
> to get Stewart back on the ball.

Caln]a( k 181 a(l n h To o t 1 t
i umerous a c S ewar ne
€
C :.«’ES 'loaln S C Z O

was that he had hj
18 two sons on his S e
both were students at suais el thotgh

. Sewanee and were n
B ol o where near

found that this was true, but he was
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stuck with Stewart and had to elect him, to keep his record

for no defeats intact.

Also, Crump became unhappy with Stewart because
Stewart voted against Social Security for the people of all
the nation, while voting for a pay raise for Senators.

Anyway, Crump was thru with Stewart in 1948. Col. Roane
Waring had served in the Army with a fine Middle Ten-
nessee judge, John Mitchell. Crump summoned Waring,
president of the Street Railway, to ask him about Judge

vould walk a mile to vote for him,

Mitchell. Waring said he v
and was strong for him. Crump decided to back Mitchell in

the three-way race.

But Tom Stewart wasn’t ready to roll over and play dead.
He had taken good care of his fences back home, written
letters, did favors when he could, and he stayed in the race.
Judge Mitchell was not a strong campaigner and soon got
tagged with the nickname “Lost John.”

Kefauver managed to win on a plurality, but not on a
¢t hadn’t been a three-way race, Kefauver prob-

majority. If 1
ably would have lost to Stewart.

Another break was in a scathing Crump ad, in which he
called Kefauver a pet coon, saying a coon looked one way
while sticking a paw into a drawer to take something. Ke-
fauver took up the coon matter, said he might be a pet coon,

but he wasn’t Mr. Crump’s pet coon. Kefauver donned a
a sensation. He had folks laugh-

Keef campaigned in his coon-
rk, and he darned near

coonskin cap, and it became
ing at Crump and his machine.
skin cap and it became his tradema
rode it to the White House.

Many in Tennessee were displeased because Crump had
dropped Stewart, so in the Governor’s race they switched
from Crump’s candidate, Gov. Jim Nance McCord, running
for re-election, to Crump’s old enemy, Gordon Browning.
Browning still had many friends in the state, and it ended up
with Crump losing both the Senate and gubernatorial races:
And it all started with Charlie Poe visiting Meeman to “come.
out” for Kefauver.

Ironically, the two Eds of Memphis, who opposed eac
Ed Crump and Ed Mee !

other politically over the years—
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—Yere born under the same star. Crump was born Oct. 2
1874, and Meeman was born Oct. 2, 1889. Somebody I;la};
make something of the fact that they had the same birthday

After 1948, Crgmp’s power dwindled, tho he was still in
co{ltrol of Memphis when he died at 80 on Saturday, Oct. 16
1954. But he never was quite as fearsome or formidable aftexi

the double defeat in 1948.

When E. H. Crump breathed his last in his home at 1962
Peabody that Saturday afternoon, a living legenAd in his o
lifetime was gone, the last of the big cigy b;sses and r:)\;)ri
ably the most powerful, and certainly the best. ’No hizt f
financial scandal or corruption ever touched Crump. All }(1)
did was take away democracy, and it was a lfr;c ti e
before very many missed it. =

So much for the past. I consider the present in politics
the era since Crump. Perhaps we haven’t done as muclh wit}i
our political freedom as we should have done. Some say it
has been a mess. But, anyway, it’s a democratic mess ar;dywe
fio have our political freedom. Perhaps we aren’t r’ead f
it, but I believe the people will know what to do witl i as
the years pass. e

I? 1955, Edlmund Orgill, one of the original Kefauver sup-
porters, was elected mayor, in the first free election i :

rte , e fi Ject .
phis in about half a century. clection fn Mem

Orgill is a businessman who turned to politics as the result
(‘)\If a Eook. Lucius Burch read Clarence Streit’s book “Union
1E§\v(,) a.md was so impress?d he sent a copy to his friend

rgill, who found he liked the book as much as Burch,

did. A desire to h ; .
politics. B izelip Ve il vl e 1o 3] o

alvii*stZi?i‘NIayor with a City Commission that did not
. im up. There \\'?,S Henry Loeb, young laundry
- C}? 1icurn‘ed to politics as an independent, after
American yLe atienging ,the old political crowd who controlled
e i %;olr; elections. Loeb was elected Legion com-
to the City éo On.t}.le Park Commission, and was elected
B L m(r;nssmn. The others thought they were

e dirty end of the stick when they named
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ob into

him Public Works Commissioner, but he rode that j
the Mayor’s chair.

Loeb didn’t always agree with Orgill, and soon developed
ambitions to succeed Orgill as Mayor, which he did. The
other three on the commission—Claude Armour, John i
Dwyer and Stanley Dillard, were all hold-overs from the
Crump machine days. They formed a “working majority”
that Orgill and Loeb, and sometimes Orgill alone, couldn’t

buck. Orgill failed when he tried to put a negro on the city

hospitals board, and to do certain things that have since

been done.

In 1956, Orgill ran for Governor, and had he been willing
to compromise just a little with some of his principles, he
would have been elected. As it was, he finished third in a
close three-way race which found Buford Ellington the victor
by a narrow plurality. Judge Andrew T. (Tip) Taylor of
Jackson was second. If Orgill had made certain agreements,
Clifford Allen of Nashville would have withdrawn in Orgill's
favor, and Orgill would have won, most experts believe. As it
was, Allen stayed in the race and drew enough votes in
Davidson County to keep Orgill from winning. Orgill also
lost Shelby County—the new found political freedom hadn’t

taken hold well enough for many to accept what they con-

sidered liberal ideas of Orgill.

Then came the Mayor’s race of 1939, young Loeb against
Orgill. Mayor Orgill had the full support of the Negro com-
munity because he had done much to help them. Loeb had
declared himself a segregationist, and had the white segre- |
gationist vote solid, but no negro support. .

¢ will probably be argued for years to come, as to who
would have won the Mayor’s race in 1959. Some say Orgill
would have been re-elected, many say Loeb would have
beaten him. Loeb is a tall, handsome young man, popular
with the ladies, who has made political honesty and inde-
pendence his bywords. Some say he isn’t as able as Orgill
others say he is.

But ill health caused Orgill to withdraw from the
leaving Loeb virtually unopposed, and the Negro citi
with no candidate. Partee Fleming, a furniture manufac
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an?iateur wrestler, amateur philosopher, entered the race late
ag Oogot the Negro vote. However, Loeb drew more thar;
80, ’vote§, about double the Fleming vote, and won th
Mayor’s position. , ’

Armour and Dwyer remained in the City Commission, th
last of the Crumpets, but Stanley Dillard lost to Jir’n ,
Moore, personable former big league baseball player mc}il
real estate man, married to a charming and wealtyh \ar'lf
who has not hurt him politically. William W. Farris schecc:lg
.Loeb as Public Works Commissioner by getting certainlbai
ing because of fear that Russell B. Sugarmo; Jr brilli:n;
Negro attor.ney, would win. The race drew mo;e t}'l’am a half
d(')zer‘l §an<i.1dates, and Farris lucked out, due mainly to racial
discrimination and fear that Sugarmon would win.

Farris,.like Orgill, tried for the governorship in mid-term
but he didn’t come as close as Orgill to being elected ’
[ 7 D b =

The presen? City Commission has become a five-headed
goverrllment with no “working majority,” and with the Mavor
sometimes on the small end of a 4-1 vote. Loeb has fm; d
the lonely stand he sometimes left to Edmund Oreill (r)l
occasions, the commissioners have five opinions on loméltt:l
There was a big hassle about building a new stad;um VIci
finally Moore, a minority of one \rvh;) took the st’mdJ ;‘1“
Crump Stadium should not be enlarged, because it chould St
a.waste of money, won his fight against the othe ’f :
with the aid of public opinion. ) S

Now it remains to be seen whether or not the city will get
a new stadium at all in the next few years i

E

b c;])tnomifl }Ilss been another battle ground. Mayor Loeb has

ght to hold down the tax r i ] ;
te, tried to get all to cut thei
o ¢ . a 3 get all to cut their
e I;gass; and vetoed a $43 million city budget, which delayed
Whetherge a week. The other four divided two and two as to
or not to uphold the veto, and when it appeared his

veto might be upheald ity fi
o pheld, and city finances frozen, Loeb backed

But econ i
fhe ity ele:?y In government is bound to be a big factor in
ton Nov. 7, and the people will have(-the say as

to which s y
side was right—Loeb and economy and the others
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who wanted enough money to run the city in what they
deemed to be a proper way.

It seems likely that Loeb, who aspires to the governorship,
will run for re-election as Mayor next November. Commis-
sioner Farris is almost certain to run against him. Commis-
sioner Dwyer could be a candidate. Two of the city judges,
William B. Ingram, Jr., and Beverly Boushe, are considered
possible mayor or city commissioner candidates. Judge Ingram
has been fighting the police department and could run against
Armour. Sheriff M. A. Hinds, serving his last consecutive
term by law, could run for police commissioner, or something
else. He would think awhile before running against Armour,
unless Ingram got into the race. He got 90,000 votes for
sheriff and claims a good deal of the credit for defeating the

consolidation charter.
It should be an interesting election.

And the consolidation charter is something else important
to politics present.
There was a strong move for consolidation, with the city

and county governments to be one, as an economy and effi-
ciency move. It seemed most of the officials and citizens were

for it.

A strong Charter Commission was set up. Perhaps it was
too strong. They did not agree. One trouble was that the
charter, using the more modern governmental approach,
wanted the Council under consolidation all elected at large,
some from the city, some from the county. The Negro com-
munity, realizing its best chance to elect Negroes to the Coun-
cil, wanted some Council members from districts.

That was used as an excuse by some of the die-hards whOl
didn’t really want consolidation.

Suddenly you found all these people who said they were
for consolidation, but not the proposed consolidation charter.
Many opposing the charter hadn’t bothered to read it.

It was quite a fight in the election last summer.
trouble was that too few understood the charter. It was 1
really “sold” to the people. Too many in high places J&
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said it was good, and expected the
eople to s
that reason. peop be for it for

Anyway, the charter lost overwhelmi .
it ” elming]
and decisively in the city. gly in the county

Consolidation will come i j
n the future, but just wh
: e
how isn’t too clear now. , : nand

But the people of Memphis and Shelby County are polit
ically free. The old machine, which still has some stren }’zh ir;
the county, is losing out. Last election, two new inde eident
county connr?issioners were elected. The County Courlt3 reall
an anacf.lronlsm, is still controlled by the old politic;’ﬂ ma}-,
chine, with the city not having proper representation. Som
interesting political battles are being waged in this arer{a Th:
emergence of a strong new Republican Party in ‘Silelb
County makes the future seem quite Interesting. ’

S‘o.mehow, I believe the people will win out, keep their
political freedom, and get the kind of government they de-
mand. We'll just have to wait and see. !




FEDERAL AID TO HIGHER EDUCATION
PeyroNn N. RHODES

Read before “Tue Ecvprians” February 21, 1963

In our part of the country and, indeed, in many quarters,
if one uses the term “federal aid” in polite company there
is apt to be a lifting of eyebrows and a bristling of resent-
ment. Rather quickly the conversation gets around to “states’
rights,” or “The Constitution” though not too many could
accurately define what they mean by “states’ rights” and
none has read the Constitution since high school days. A
person mentioning “federal aid” is apt to be put in the class
of one who might not be against “sin” and not for “mother-
hood” and who is possibly a little weak on the second stanza
of the national anthem. Editorials are written about the
dangers of “federal aid” to education by people who have
done little study on the subject and whose educational back-
ground is not impressive. In any case the popular “posture”
is to be against it.

In this paper I shall not attempt special pleading for or
against this allegedly evil practice, devilishly contrived by
bureaucrats in the federal government, mostly sent up to
Washington by the homefolks, but will try to clarify the
meanings of some words and to separate out a number of
activities of the federal government in relation to higher
education that may or may not be regarded as “aid.” In
other words, I hope to provide more light than heat in con-
trast to generally accepted practice.

Until recently there have not been available many data
that one could quickly assemble on the matter of the inter-
relation of agencies of the federal government and institu-
tions of higher learning. However, fortunately for the writer,
since the selection of the topic many months ago, there have
appeared a number of objective and scholarly studies on the
Whole matter so that now the problem is not one of digging
up information but one of appropriate sclectivity and choice
1 order j[o present a picture or a series of pictures in a rea-
:ﬁ:aziﬁziz IIyan? {qr(‘atl)j indebted to the sources listed in

graphy which will appear in the printed copy of
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rticles from the press

in addition to many short a
My subject

als, and specialized brochures.
i a fascinating one, and 1 would urge those of you who may
be interested in pursuing it further to do so by studying sev-
eral of the listed bibliographical documents.

this paper,
eclucational journ

The term “federal aid” is used looscly to cover any moneys
that pass from sorne agency of the federal government into
the hands of the bursar or comptroller of a college or uni-
There seems to be no great furor about federal funds
for highway construction, for the pav-
the construction of homes in urban

renewal projects, or for the building of hospitals, but if any

Washington money trickles into a college for whatever reason
this is very bad and that it is

apt to lead to “federal control.” What is overlooked is that
much of the money is in payment of services involving con-
tractual or grant funds for an activity that the government
cannot get from any other source because of the peculiar

qualifications of the college personnel who perform the serv-

ices. No one complains if the government contracts with a
rsonic flight, but if a

large corporation for a project in supe
competent university provides the same service with its fa-
culty and its equipment and gets paid for it, even though it
may lose money in the process because of the use of facilities
built previously or at the time with its own Inoney, this is
regarded by some people as federal aid. Actually, if the gov-

ernment could not call on the research facilities of higher

education in many fields, science and agricultural programs
d to press the point

would be unable to carry on. If one care
logically, it might be argued that instead of “federal aid” to
higher education, we have educational aid to the federal
government. However, points to the contrary can be made
of the fact that certain favorable relationships with colleges
involving rates of interest on loans, the investing of title to

research equipment paid for by government funds in the
ncluded, and the dona-

colleges after the project has been co
tion of surplus property can be regarded as aid. T mention
these matters at the outset simply to get before us the wide
meanings that can be attached to this term, “fede

versity.
passing into the states
ing of streets in cities, for

there are pcople who think

range of

aid.”
Another point which is often missed in

cussion is that the proper question is not w
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hether we sho

the heat of dis-

iiizz;tiiiiéral aid, .since the federal government is by lon
- ben:(z:\l}vzddu} higher education, but just what its rolf
e ol ]:a l1{n'the years ahead. The matter of federal
ety g ck in 1777, when the government started
linistration of educational programs for milit
si)mzell, 1r.1ilud1ng the teaching of mathematics alnldars)gloﬁif-
started aid to territories and subsequently th siat 4
e ' . y the states by the
fono‘/vedelr)l}t] t(1)11; seilh(;)ols with p.ubh-c lands. This was qlfickly
e Rt owment of institutions of higher education
s. In the first year of the nineteenth
Congress made an appropriation for books which l"Century
t:Jrned out to have been the foundation of the Ilj'l;lmately
(Jo.ngress, and then in 1802 the Military Acade T
Point I?ecame Fhe first completely federal instituti(r)n ¢ ?thweSt
feducatwn. This is mentioned here simply to sh ) OI e
mvolvem(.int of the federal government with O“{lt]at -
college.s is older than the Constitution. The SC(3 OOI'S a'nd
went into effect in 1789. Of course, what has b‘?nStltutlon
matter to the attention of the publi(,: so strongl Iough’t e
tremendous and accelerated pace of “feder%y 'm’)’w'ls y
list two decades, resulting from World Wara IIal(ilndmf -
- : ) 3 rom
o g:ﬁzt ;)r;fzzis; n n})t only the college-age population but
i Sii«le 19f that population wishing to attend
and ihe necessity of %;i};go:oin?;ins ., lzhat .
- : thing a out making provisi
twot?li I;J:rll)trsefs}d_entcd increase in college populati%)ri3 are 5)12
. ich have brought into sharp f
question of federal aid. PRSIl

A great i

nOthre mcll(cal 18 {n.ade of the fact that the Constitution
here ma e.s specific reference to the federal o :
participation in higher educati e it 15
i T 9 . on and, therefore, that this
el ically reserved to the States. It is true that
R 11.1tt10(111 does not say anything about education bat
one provi .IS ed sources cites the fact that there were “tl" .
15  the /s > ““thirty-
GOVemme;(zns of th(:‘ Constitution under which the F ed!?l
R fherEOUId find authority for educational ;Lctioné ’Z’L]

definite’im re seems to have been in the early d :
k. erest shared by James Madi 2« Tebforson,
et b ; ison, Thomas Jefferson
B festa blishment of a national universit I)

J
e teztl ecognized that a weakness in the Constit \t t
h

e r educa?lendment was the failure to make an .
ation. At that time what we und e
erstand by a
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state’s interest in education simply did not exist and prac-
tically any sort of institution that might have been proposed
by either the federal government or by the states would
have raised the question of what church would be its chief
supporter and controlling element. The dual system of Amer-
ican higher education, so familiar to all of us, had not
evolved. In President Jefferson’s message to Congress in 1806
occurs the following statement, which is worth serious
thought: “Education is here placed among the articles of
public care, not that it would be proposed to take its ordinary
branches out of the hands of private enterprise, which man-
ages so much better all the concerns to which it is equal;
but a public institution can alone supply those sciences which,
though rarely called for, are yet necessary to complete the
circle, all the parts of which contribute to the improvement
of the country, and some of them to its preservation.” Thus
spoke our greatest scientist-president who realized that reli-
gious and private bodies at that time had the sole responsi-
bility for higher education in “its ordinary branches” but
who proposed that where they had not the strength to carry
the total burden there was a role for the federal government.
The nearest approach to a national university that so far
has developed is really the Smithsonian Institution, accepted
in 1867 as a gift of an Englishman, Mr. James Smithson, who
in a bequest left funds “to found . . . an establishment for
the increase and diffusion of knowledge among men.”

Present day opponents of federal aid who really think the
matter through base their opposition chiefly on three points:
First, the seemingly inevitable complications that arise when
the federal government carries out any massive operation.
Understandably, there must be controls involving careful
audits, budget inspections, standardizations of job descrip-
tions, and promotions because it is the peoples’ money that
is being expended. Inherent in any bureaucratic setup is
the possibility that the grinding of the federal mill in itself
constitutes a danger. The second point of danger is that the
federal government might extend its mechanical controls into
the areas of curriculum, entrance standards, graduation re-
quirements, etc., of the colleges, a completely disastrous con=
sequence. And finally the opponents of federal aid fear, if
philanthropy-minded citizens or state legislatures see the fed-

eral government taking over the educational job, that they
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education and nowhere in the world h i
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check any major evil The medical

schools have a1l accepted vast amounts of federal funds both
for construction and research, and yet it 18 not believed that
at could oppose the recommcndations

the federal governime
of the Association of American Medical Schools, a Very power-
ful group, in any significant matter. Public opinion is a power-
ful force. Further, 1t has been pointed out that 1
Britain where such ancient institutions 28 Oxford and Cam-
bridge are supported almost entirely (72%) by public {unds
and where a Very high percentage of the students attend-
ing these institutions arc supported by governn‘\cnt scholar-
ships, owing to the orga,nization of the highly respected
University Grants Committee, there is not detectable any
semblance of interference ©OT control of curriculum Or ad-

ninistration by Parliament.

(he most part kept In

In the third place it is pointed out that the states in general
have not always shown vast enlightenment in the administra-
tion of funds for education OF in their concern for the best
institutions they support- In other words, there

ament, which is not

think that the federal gover .
from the borders of any state nowadays due
ht be a little bit

munication facilities, Mg
stitutions than

the needs of students and In

which often concern themselves for

interests of the
are those who
very far away
to improved com
closer to knowing

the state legislatures,
extended periods with maintaining the status quo in every-

thing, and whose representatives are not necessarily more able
those to be found in Washington. Also a great
including some each of us could mention

¢ enough money to do the
t not the

statesmen than
many of our states,

in the South, simply do not hav
job that has to be done- They have the students bu

wherewithal to educate them.

tful persons have pointed outs one
ide

entrenched position on either $
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trol, possibly because of the existence of State Farm Bureaus
and the closely knit organization of the Directors of Agricul-
tural Experiment Stations. It is true that the ROTC units,
connected with all land-grant colleges and later with others,
are closely supervised by the Department of Defense. )

It is interesting to note that the Morrill Land-Grant Act of
1862 placed no restrictions or limitations upon the institutions
to be created by the Act. The authorizing legislation did not
require that the beneficiary institutions in existence or new
institutions created as a result of the Act be public institutions.
As a matter-of-fact the Massachusetts Institute of Technology
and Cornell University, generally regarded as private institu-
tions, even at the present time receive funds under the Morrill
Act or related subsequent legislation. Yale University and
Brown University were in on this originally but later dropped
out of the program. An important fact to be noted is that
up to now, with one doubtful exception involving the PWA
administration program during the depression, Congress has
never made any distinction between public and private insti-
tutions, church-related colleges being included under the term
private institutions, in dealing with higher education. Only
in the last two Congresses has the church-state matter been
dragged out to becloud the basic issues in proposed legislation.

As late as 1961 federal funds to land-grant colleges totalled
only about five million dollars a year which represented about
half of one percent of their current aggregate income. Such
sums were a minute factor in the budgets of institutions like
Cornell, Purdue, and the University of California. The Eighty-
sixth Congress, by the passage of Public Law 658, upped the
amount to be put into the land-grant colleges to approx-
imately fifteen million dollars. In 1962 these colleges received
one hundred million dollars, exclusive of research contracts.

(2) Federal aid in military training. In addition to the
ROTGC programs set up in 1920 and fellowing in general the
pattern of military training given in land-grant institutions,
we have seen the establishment of the Naval Academy at
Annapolis, the Army Medical School, the Army War College,
the Coast Guard Academy, the Naval ROTC (1925), the
National Youth Administration with military overtones, the
Civilian Pilot Training Act, the Armed Forces Institute, the
Army Specialized Training Programs at colleges and universi-
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Army camps and hospital installa-

of surplus buildings from A
tions and of surplus equipment from the military. This was
definitely badly needed aid. Further, the amendment of the
surplus property provisions to permit colleges, hospitals, and
other non-profit institutions to receive, at modest or no cost,
all sorts of materials declared surplus by operating agencies®
of the government, not just the military branches, has been
a tremendous help to those institutions with personnel com-
petent to appreciate the utilization of parts as well as total
equipment. Although the science departments have profited
most from this, there have been made available to colleges
everything from tarpaulins to beds, from shovels to drugs.
As might be anticipated, the handling of such vast amounts
of materials has involved many mistakes, and from time to
time when some Congressman wishes to get a little local
publicity he delves into the matter of the waste of government
surpluses when he is not talking about over stock-piling of
critical materials. However, the waste, percentage-wise, in-
volved in dealing with the colleges is practically microscopic.
At Southwestern we have used to good advantage nuts, bolts,
drift pins, raincoats for campus workers, sheet aluminum,
brass and steel, optical parts of all kinds, antiaircraft gun
mounts, trucks, chemical glassware, and chemicals, and we
have equipped probably the finest instrument and machine-
shop in any college in the country from surplus milling ma-
chines, lathes, drill presses, etc. All of this is certainly federal
aid whether it be good or bad, and we are greatly strength-
ened as a result of it. I should add that in the State of
Tennessee the whole matter of surplus property, in my opin-
ion, has been handled efficiently, objectively, and intelligently
by .the State Agency for Surplus Property located in Nash-
ville. All types of higher educational institutions, hospitals,

and public school systems have profited therefrom.

(4) Grants and contracts for research and development.
This is where the real money goes both in projects related
primarily to defense and in experiments of a basic research
nature. Involved are such additional agencies as the Public
Health Service, Atomic Energy Commission, National Science
Foundation, and about a dozen others. As Dr. Vannevar
Bush pointed out, World War II was “the first war in human
history to be affected decisively by weapons unknown at the
outbreak of hostilities.” It was not immediately clear that
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Tn 1961-62 the government spent approximately one billion
research and development in universities and uni-
rated laboratories. About 719 of this was in the
d mathematics, 26% in life sciences, 2%
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public and private colleges on the West Coast. These are the
institutions that normally give the most doctorates, have
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of post-doctoral fellowships and distinguished faculties who
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carry out the proposed research remains the property of the
which the researcher 18 connected, whereas
in the case of contracts the ttle to equipment bought remains
the contracting agency- However, there is reason t0
at if such 2 contract 18 terminated the institution

tracts on
to a scient

dollars on
versity-ope
physical sciences an

gencies

institution with

with
believe th
82

may acquire the equipment at no or htt[e cost [—]ere
iilcly q P . aganl

the instituti :
on is certainl :
government y being “aided” b
2 . y the fede
ral

One m
ore em s g :
¢ sets to the pI;l;::m ;}n this connection is important. W
80% of the money I;t at the government supplies 507hen
: . spent on T g = /0 to
universities If il esearch In man ¥
el tc:rmin;tsed grants and contractual rela}t]ioof ht.he large
ot of hasiness. 1 ed, the institution might concei ni l1ps were
va
for the total cie-Jf:St as a sudden cessation in the ex At
depression. It ma nse might produce in the count pracibures
at peace as a n t-y well be that we can neither frfy rk e
a
loinmed-nie thelon nor afford to withdraw the ?e(;) . 1to >
support of r . eral gov-
sities. The g research in col
rea : olleges i
learning Willbshot tdanger is that the universitbies gl
o oot By rt-change themselves and fOi“get L seats of
s ; ;
society well onl ey Of. Harvard, that “a univer;iin th.e WoRds
that is a univerZitaS it remains true to its essen>t/' ‘;’111 -
y, not an ag 1al nature
powerful universi gency of gove ’
s1t . rnmen D
y can keep available sufficient unt Only a
committed

money to be abl

. e “n

it does not wi to say mo” to any fed prop h
ot wish to accept. y federal proposal that

(5) One federal

R program relating to

jo have ;;a?rllinoiltt}lllnlversal approvfl is t;izngi(l:lse t(}al i-tI i
o on, of toough it can surely be argue%i thOusmg
et . sl 1'coll.eges: for residence halls and o 'the
i appro),dmat- ;quidatmg projects, at an Linter o
st b Bl anzy. 2% less than the provailineSt ‘mte
i, by b 2 ‘dinsurance companies, involve 5 o
el lzlu a ye.t no one can deny that thS « loan
s Vo o ued administered and have served o
I«rise g ot ;;t:hzv}io tc'ould not possibly havet(())ti'iii-
Tt institutions. The I of
e 00 J;l(;l;o 32} lfi?l, was $1,363,183,005%31air;9unt B
daralae o pr; ehgible institutions in ten VmVOIV-
?pl?mved' o fha g (;r\ir;lrp; over two billions haizzali)se:ri
ories lives i ildi ke |

o nl(: elsrl ;pa la;c:uilfdmg fin.anced by L‘zl(iiesnpsrolgr::iile:i‘e e
B of the failure of any college t i leon
b fockilation fnaylr::nts on the loan. It should bz srtieteii e
Vel 1“esmmhnsbtlot colleges was not handled einﬂtl}ilt

5 was adroitly slipped in a largei

83



omnibus bill which was politic
o

developed little opposition t

«The College Ho

able propositions
since the program 18
mic facilities,
d of educatio

is that,
on non-acade
program in ai
The second is tha
iglon—W

hence not o rel
¢ disguises

fairly transparen
withou

university
n doing

ably successful 1
Thus, it was possible
ment question with a sort
aid is in the form of a loa
is not support for
religious body even
prevail'mg rates; or as
is all right to P
a place for them to

if the r

(6) The final at
o others, 18 the m

ar
countries VO
mental matters
pational Co-operd
with fifty or sixty college
specialists in about
involved here are
bers from the campus h
the type and amount of
their reprcscntatives h
disagreement with the
what extent th
related to these 1€

of many

This concludes the 1

the federal governmen

of contact between the

have to judge
what has been payme

encoumgem ent

been
of

the improvrment

which are now part
for assistance in

it should no

a but rather as 2 ¢
id to educatio

5. Both of the!
dinary college O
ark-

t a loan is not an
hereas a grant i

__imagine the of
have been rem

they werc des
rch-state OF first

¢ dormitor!
the job for which

to avold

the higher €
ate of interest on the
comeone said, church colleges it
covide a place f p but not

learn.”?

d program I
atter of technic

lving cngineering,
kinds. An agency call

forty countries.

not great but the absences O

as been disruptive an

e inaugura
chnical services.

Anumeration of
ducation; th

for himself just
nt for indispensabl

ally acceptable.
this type of edu

a

es—but both

the chu
of un

n v
ducational

“Iﬂ

or studen

tion Administration
s and universitie
The amounts ©

compensation

as been the sub

federal agency-
tion of t

¢ in higher €
govemment an
what

of a somewhat on

scientific work 1

24

using Loan Program rests on tw
of its structure.

derlined assumption

vhich must be repal

shall mention,
al assistance

agricultural an

he Peace Corps i

Thus, there has
cational aid.

o debat-

yousing

ts to slee

supervises

ject of

the major interest
at is, areas

5. One will

has been direct
what has

e-sided eraphasis o
titutions. O

d institution

e services,

n 1ns

The first
the construction

t be considered 2as @
program-
n—and
se are

igned.”

amend-
that if
d then this
institutions of any
loan is below

though there
to foreign
d develop-
ed The Inter-
contracts
s operating team
{ money
f faculty mem-
4 the matter of
to the institutions and
considerable
1t is not known tO
s or will be

also form his own opini
places of i Vil opimon about whether instituti
tions, haVeH;)S;ZiCE;n lc"ialfher tl‘lan buzzing jzselarisct}lfu(:ins,' 2
functions. The recexrl);3 in their essential and basic tmcff'a.n .
proposals for educatio alr;nouncement of President Kenltlodm’ll
tions for they are clonl ea}ves.mOSt people with mixCdne -
sion. Certainly, t};e tasel}', t}ed M with the matter of ta 61111(?-
given to educational x limitations on deductions from  rev
like seem to be diar;nsgtunons, churches, hospitals amgome
of the aid features wh_etI:ICallY opposed to enCOurag’in nd the
going into the detailslc fhe has suggested. However ﬁ.t;ome
appear that the most lok the 'PreSident’s program ’it 1thout
government may demo ikely d}rectiOns in which t,h . deould
higher education wi nstrate its interest in and e eral
n will be among the following: RS S

1. Direct grants, match
e e g , matc ed or unmatched, and [
aatin involl)\tllékliukl)gs othfer than self—lié]uidatilzan; fOr Fhe
et wio T i: (iratorles, libraries, classroomgbjiclzilftle&
o ey e Oui lrclerally admitted that once a Con;ngs’
poll bl or Plant facilities and the con traCt
Y very little chance of government St
o 0 Whilcohn as long as the college meets it ik
e an,nual h may be raising the matchin, Sfpart
anstruction e annual t;n;t:llments on loans. Medicalg scllllr;ii
comstruction : accepted as a routi
ol rigidirz;)tofa\:;re. <')f. any control corn;;liiargztter, o
i 1;3 1mt12.11 paper work. The prob]rlS e
tio.nal o oF equale::e ;\tzrlrlll be any change from theenit‘;}(liait
A en -
privately-supported and church-:elf:tl;‘cllj Oitnl'lstijl Xt_'supported .
, itutions.

2. What the co

TRIDHEY for Operatingeﬁfsdneed even more than buildi ;
11’.1;'01;7(‘, increased s ablari::s jtointd m}?St of these OPeratinnr;i;dlz

ci 'IC ump-sum subsidies t eachers. This really me;n
arises the question of th o the COHeges and thEre/imm ; spe-
allocated and whetl e basis on which such s ed lately
the picture th e .Or not there would e COUIC% be
T{IEnt o Collezezeie?:trréng of subsidies by theb ef:e;l;iﬁgid into
tions. This matter w ed in any way to religiouq‘:] DOV(.Ern_
for capital outla as what killed action on ;«Trn s denomina-
whatever has beYS in the last Congress, alth g untf and loans
instituti 3 EEan, 2503 0 hif*hcrr 1 i ough in the past

ion has always bee gher education for one ty
has always been J eu.l done for the other. T vpe of
- ven on the higher education 'md'n t/w emphasis
n, d not on who or

85




I

ollege. Of

3 In all 5
its Grants all of the above relati NI ‘
gthening of the

system and gives direct subsidies to colleges themselves, nothing i )
other universities: The Scottish and som a large number of increasign sl more important than producin
sities are supported in the same way and apparently feel no levels of instruction. Ever Ogy V\{ell-p repared teachers for algl
sense of frustration their operation. However, people and it is rather ge};encuwﬂ1 admit that we need such
it would appear that direct monetary grants to colleges teachers’ colleges, now mostlra y conceded that the so-called
are the most likely way in which some sort of federal control out the word teacher or n Ory Clh.anged.to state colleges with-
might manifest itself. This would ultimately demonstrate job. Therefore, many peor)lema m_tl.mlf titles, cannot do the
] would be more useful to the (Ofposnion to education invo?i;;:g‘;ng ; (;1 give a bit in their

ernment if with the fe
tion of teacs}(l)é?: Xi}’ can be found to acceleraie 1:1?&&1 i
- About the only way to do this se:mzr(t)dul:-
0 De

ontrolled the policies of the ¢
Great Britain has
Oxford, Cambridge, and
¢ Canadian univer-

what ultimately ¢

course, as mentioned earlier,

or restraint n

whether such federal contro
ational activities of the {nstitution than whatever type of

educ
control it NOW has.
7 i " across-the- . 5
3. A third way; and the on¢ which goes exactly agamnst the the prese board aid to colleges, and I would
@ . e . f= e .
f the President, 13 the matter of tax much b Zt Co_ngress, Bke the: Tt one b predict that
eadway in solving the problem , will not make too

recent tax proposals o
incentives for giving to education. This would appear to be
od of encouragement least likely to permit of any I have no quick )

solutions to offer. I believe something

nstitution. Greater effectiv
e can be worked out in the matt f
tter of academic facili
4 acili-

the meth
er in any type of 3
o ties and possi
possibly some acceptable provisions b
can be achieved

federal control whatev

income tax credit on gifts, credits against incom
of sums paid for college tuition and the like would have for the encouragement of
beneficial effects for the colleges but would not have major sonnel entering the t < hl?Oth quantity and quality of
effects. Let me stress the fact that what the colleges need, increased operating funzacf ing profession. The outlook Pfr_
tax-supported as well as privately-supported, are more build- a1 thils connechisn Two s CC;Y COHGf"es is vary dondy, Hiowe or
ings properly maintained and more money for salaries, and we FOlleges eain. b Hilly anZVI ent things can be done. First \;(;lr,
f the order of at least three billion ices and activities they unggltqf]:etff:]y reimbursed for 511 ;erve
e for the federal gOVernment-
>

such as resea
rch, special .
defense-r , special projects of .
-related e any kind
fails to pay suchacnvm.es' To the extent that th,e ROTE and
for the producti costs just as it would to any prin bl
. '1
ion of either war or peace-time rflcton.t Eaniar
aterials, so

are talking of money o
dollars a year for the mnext

thereafter.
4. A fourth so-called aid to colleges consists of scholarships
port.

for individual students. This is a devastating sort of sup
It puts additional drain on the institutions and does not meet
the two fundamental needs. The only scholarship programs
that have even 2 minimum of effectiveness, insofar as
strengthening the institution gO€S are those in which an addi- Secondlv. th
tional sum is given directly to the institution and of 2 magni- s pr}(’)’ rae federal government can make adj
tude approximat'mg the amount of the scholarship grant viduals bu;gin m to encourage generosity on tha Justmen.ts in
given to the student. Only in this way can the institution stay o~ toj F v esses, aod foundations towards N part of indi-
even. Let me emphasize that people who feel like helping o it, the obi EI:"rn's of higher education. When o increased sup-
some POOr deserving boy to 80 to college weakgn thgir ai supported eJd Sz;\gznof tax-supported educationnz nc(;n;)e's dovlvn
an increased burden on : are essenti rivately-
. American people should be Ci?lttljjtla}s]t;c}ileirfa,me and what t}};e
1s more education

decade and mOre annually

much does it f .
E———— as()r:e tho institution into expending i
project. Inevitabl pa-rtlal subsidy of a federall 1\3 s -Own
ably, this decreases the salaries ofy Chetermmed
[ the facult
y.

provision for this student by puttin
the institution to which he goes, thus lowering the quality of higher qualit
of the education provided for the student. Ultimately, the question to kelcy z‘fall levels for more people. Th
iding t p beto €. e i
ted from providing for the student wha branch of the federal ; eovélrw Congress and the execzltzil\l,z
nment is that wha
tever it does

institution is preven

he came there to get -
| s
hould be an unswerving recogniti
g 107 ]
1 of the importance

86
87



. ) ion as @
of higher educat

: d
: rofession an
of the teaching P f

. y : jgher
national asset. ¢ and do lip service to high
ec

dug into the matter and

The American people resp

the public understandin
large degree Further,

re in agreement as to 2 Phﬂ?:fy_
<o gnd Hs role 1 socie

| duc_a“o“ rican higher education,

: émefaculty members, have

keep tyhe public informed. It 18

to . settled
ed their best efforts d possibly have o e s
sxextet: © young country ant Yil ther hand 2 crisis 18
a tel ot
true we are n the

t. O ed
down to @ steady state as ¥© p. What we may ne
(5]

: u

< wait to grow the atom

d we cannot that used t0 prodlfce of
such 23 n insignificant sum

man effort

upon us an
m
‘< 4 crash progra be a
is a For what now seems tO 3 gleonk superhu ]
borab- was a dedicated anc 2 and many equally
money there W ¢ scientific leaders ¢ short period the
u : ‘n a ver
by a few © hich roduced M lieve that
. rkers, W ich P belr
dedxcated wo

. reason to
{ ending a war There 18 1O Jution could not be
means of € & i nd funds a SO in pre-
. dication @ . as well as
with equal di field of higher education
s in the
achleVed m

college education. . . de to formu-
V.38 Hts have : of
. eriodic attemy o relations
Tt 38 roe th?'t e e ion. Fven Wh?n " re relatively
ic policy 1M . on Wwe
o ip ‘cllbl*lal pg;ovemment to highe?, commissions and com-
the feder 1 time to time : | activity
. ere from - of federal acuV¥
simple, there-\i d to look mto the mattell zdvisorv Commit-
. mte 3 J
e aQPO For instances the Natlon-z t Hoover in 1931
. . 5 n A
in education . s peport to Presider © d consist-
tion in 1ts T€I inclusive an i
tee On,[%ldu;ademl Covernment has “1(21 e should not do In
2 <« el . or
said, ““Lhe L€ what it shou . s it seems
. icy as to s olicies 1
ent public fp Olduycation Whatever Paruqurr :Ch other, some
s e ’ g . vith €
the field o inconsistent ¥ lopments
« are Often rd develop
to be Pursumﬁ' t. They suggest 2 hap:aza been set up 28
s in conihct. Wi effect have . 2
. - _reaching . an imme
: icies of far . to induce :
wherein P;l ts of some SP601a1 attemit - Comprehenswe,
o 3 en i i ithou
e mml articular efficiency- Wlt licy in regard 10 edu-
i E5 11'ncr and coherent put?11c PO ? the federal gove
forward look! DCYlt educational situation 11
: res 0
cation, the D

{me

88

ernment cannot be greatly improved.” This is just as true as
it was a generation ago.

A committee on higher education was appointed in 1946
by President Truman under the chairmanship of the late Dr.
George F. Zook, who was then President of the American
Council on Education. A commission was charged with “a re-
examination of our system of higher education in terms of its
objectives, methods and facilities” and “an examination of
the functions of higher education in our democracy and of
the means by which they can best be performed.” Ultimately,
a report was prepared which was unacceptable both to the
academic people and to the Congress and very little came
of it. While this commission was still deliberating, the eight-
ieth Congress passed Public Law 162, which provided for the

appointment of what came to be known as the Hoover Com-
mission, which was to look into almost everything. Naturally
it became involved in the matters of federal education. The
educational task force of the Hoover Commission made many
recommendations including that of the establishment of a
Federal Education Agency, which was to coordinate all
federal activities in higher education. The Hoover Commis-
sion’s effect on higher education was practically zero for it
refused to accept even the recommendations of its own sub-
committees. In 1956, President Eisenhower appointed an
equally distinguished Committee on Education Beyond the
High School, under the chairmanship of Devereux C. Josephs,
to make a study as comprehensive as the title of the Com-
mission. The chief recommendations of this were an experi-
mental work-study program designed to aid a few college
students (not the institutions they were attending) by work
grants, and it advocated that federal income tax laws be
amended “in ways which will permit deductions or credit on
income tax returns by students, their parents or others who
contribute to meeting the expenditures necessarily incurred
in obtaining formal education beyond high school.”

In mid-1957, the Josephs Committec’s report went into the
Department of Health, Education and Welfare, so that legis-
lation could be prepared to implement it. Probably nothing
would have happened had not Sputnik I appeared in the
heavens and caused to be produced an avalanche of bills in

Congress for federal programs to strengthen American educa-
tion—especially science education

not because of a national
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President Fliot had not read much about the history of
higher education 10 the United States. Where the States coul

not provide funds directly, they often granted permission for
lotteries tO benefit the institutions, both sectarian and non-
sectarian, and, of course all were what we would now de-

scribe as private colleges.
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citizen would defend with great yvehemence and even violence
his own right t0 sound off on any subject. American people have
got to get over being childish about education and really grow
up to the fact that far transcending the conquest of disease

or of space 1 the matter of settling i the very near future
nature of American higher edu-

what they wish to be the
cation.
I conclude, I accordance with acceptable ministerial prac-
1s of a summary

tice, for the second time, with the closing worc
of a discussion by the Trustees of the Carnegie Foundation

for the Advancement of Teachmg, «if the American public
does not understand what its colleges and universities are
about and 18 not willing to Jearn, nothing can save them.”
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organism. This conclusion is further reinforced by the
work of Dr. Peter Alexander of the Chester Beatty
Research Institute in London, England. He presented
a paper in March of 1962 at the Unesco symposium
under the title “Cellular Basis and Aetiology of Late
Somatic Effects of Ionizing Radiations.” Dr. Alexander
reported that mice given a non-cross-linking, mutation-
causing substance did not have an appreciably reduced
life span, while a similar administration of cross-linking
agents caused a marked reduction.?

The thermal denaturation theory is based on the im-
mobilization of proteins by slow thermal denaturation.
As Bjorksten points out, proteins denatured by heat
are readily attacked by enzymes, and it thus does not
seem probable that a reversible change of this type
could be responsible for aging.

The chemical cross-linking theory is based on the ir-
reversible immobilization of proteins and nucleic acids
as the result of reaction with cross-linking agents. This
finally results in a frozen metabolic pool of such size
that there is inadequate space for sufficient numbers
of active life sustaining molecules. Bjorksten feels as
though the cross-linking theory makes sense chemically
and is compatible with Shock’s ten criteria as well as
the three added by him. His comments are convincing
and the reasons he gives for cross-linking can be briefly
summarized as follows:

a. It is the only reaction known by which a large
change in the physical and chemical properties of
two giant molecules can be caused by a single
small molecule.

b. Agents which will cause cross-linking have been

proven to be present in blood and serum and thus
are accessible to react with the protein and nucleic
acids that are present in all living protoplasm.

c. Increased accumulations of cross-linked material

with aging have been observed with particularly
conclusive evidence in the case of the most thor-
oughly explored protein, collagen. With increased
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age, the elasticity and swellability decrease and
the molecular weight of collagen increases. All of
these changes can be explained by cross-linking,
and it has been shown that thoroughly cross-linked
protein cannot be broken down by the common

proteolytic enzymes.

To further support this general line of reasoning, Bjorksten
in a recent paper® reviewed results of work on a unicellular
organism by M. Rudzinska of the Rockefeller Institute. This
work was with Tokophrya, which is a quite highly organized
protozoan. Rudzinska found that insoluble material with a
protein reaction accumulated within the cell of this organism
as it aged. In addition, rate of accumulation of the insoluble
proteinaceous material increased with an increase in the food
supply above .iormal and the life span was reduced. In con-
trast to the results with overfeeding, a meager diet and inter-
mittent starvation materially increased the life span of To-
kophrya. Thus, the results for a single celled organism parallel
those observed by different workers for mice, rats, trout, and
man. A meager diet prolongs life, while overfeeding causes a
shortening of the life span.

What do Bjorksten and others see as an approach to over-
come the cross-linking which they view as at least one of the
basic chemical mechanisms whereby we age? One possibility
would be an enzyme which would break down the nonfunc-
tional aggregates that accumulate in our cells. Some soil bac-
teria must have the capacity to produce such an enzyme, or
we would have accumulated on earth large amounts of in-
soluble protein-containing aggregates. In our laboratories, we
have obtained an isolate of a bacterium, Flavobacterium
marinum, from a paint film which had the ability to liquefy
freshly polymerized (cross-linked) films of linseed oil. Under
proper growth conditions, it may be that this bacterium could
be induced to produce an enzyme or enzymes which would
break the cross linkages involved in aging. Moreover, as
Bjorksten states, it would not be necessary for the enzyme to
specifically break the cross-links. It would be effective for the
enzyme to break down the cross-linked molecules in any way
which would reduce them to small excretable fragments. Such
an enzyme would be administered at a slow rate so that any
attack of normal proteins would be of no consequence. These
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Company of Stamford, Conn., and St. Vincent’s Hospital of
hymotryps'm.‘* In

New York City reported such results for ¢

human studies, & single dose of 80 mg. of chymotrypsin ad-

d orally in the form of enteric-coated tablets and 2
single dose of 25 mg. of chymotryps'm administered intramus-
cularly produced a comparable rise in the chymotrypsin ac-
tivity of the blood plasma. In both rabbits and humans, it was

demonstrated that rectal administration also could be used
in in the

and resulted in relatively high levels of chymotryps
blood plasma. At least in the case of chymotryps'm, it thus

seems clear that there are practical ways of increasing the

concentration in the blood plasma. Chymotrypsin is a protein-
splitting enzyme with an optimum pH of about 8. It breaks
down proteins and proteoses into peptides- Further work with

chymotrypsin and other enzymes alone and in combinations

would seem to have the potential of providing preparations
useful in the retardation of aging. This potential apparently
is recognized by at least some of the enzyme manufacturers,

based on conversations with their research directors. It thus
arch work in this

seems reasonable to expect increased rese

general direction.

ministere:

Another possible approach to the retardation of aging is
the use of hormones. Those available oW for use by humans

help to some extent to maintain sexual powers and stimulate

the system. They also may add a mild glow of youth to aging

okin and brighten the eyes as well as contribute t0 2 feeling

of general well being. However beneficial these results may
as many

be, they fall far short of “stopping the time clock,”
would like to sce done. For this reason, the work of Dr.
Carroll M. W illiams at Harvard and others with the juvenile

one in insects has stirred the ilnagination13'14'15'16, par-

horm
ticularly since extracts produc'mg a similar general response
nta, the thymus of calves

were obtained from human place

and other mammalian organs.
The juvenile hormone Of insects such 2s the Cecropia silk-
d by the pair of cephalic glands known as the

worm is secrete

corpora allata. The action of the juvenile hormone is one of

modifying the cellular response 0 ecdysone, the growth hor-
rothoracic gland.

e of insects which is secreted by the D

mon
When ecdysone is secreted and acts with no or very little

opposition, it causes the cells to utilize fresh genetic informa-
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that there is a good possibility of ultimately obtaining a hor-
mone or hormonelike product which will retard aging in

humans.

To a friend and fellow member who is properly impatient
in his desire to retard aging, the writer suggested the possibility
of collecting placenta at the Memphis hospitals and consum-
ing them as part of the diet. The juvenile hormone of insects
and farnesol alcohol are both quite stable to heat, light and
air. This would suggest that moderate cooking may be possible
without destroying too much of the activity, although some
type of pickling might be preferred. Still another possibility,
which somehow seems more palatable, would be to obtain
and eat the fresh thymus glands of young calves, which Wil-
liams and coworkers found yielded very active fractions of a
juvenile hormonelike material. Similar results were reported
for fresh calves liver and beef tenderloin. By contrast to the
mammalian organs, negative results were obtained for wheat-
germ oil, soybean oil, extracts of brewers yeast, commercial
lard and powdered skimmed milk, although purified extracts
from heavy cream and products made from cream showed

some activity.

Thoughts about the consumption of human placenta and
thymus glands of calves are admittedly for venturesome souls.
They may not be productive. However, they are part of the
poetic license assumed when the word ‘speculation’ was in-
cluded in the title of this paper. Consumption of the organs
mentioned would involve less risk than the use of farnesol
alcohol or derivatives of it until there is a reasonable
knowledge of the pharmacology of these compounds. More-
over, the chance of getting the most active compound or
family of juvenile hormonelike compounds very likely would
be better with the consumption of the whole organs than with
any extract from them. Although the feeling is shared by one
of our members whose intuitive reasoning the writer respects,
it should be recognized that the indicated preference for

thymus of young calves compared to their liver or beef tender-

loin is based largely on a hunch. However, the hunch is
strengthened by the very active extracts of juvenile hormone-
like substances obtained from the fresh thymus of young
calves by Williams and his coworkers. The general behaviour
of the human thymus throughout the life span also contri-
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percentage of Krebs cycle intermediates which are at
large and may cross-link with proteins or nucleic acids.

3. Maintain a high level of well balanced protein in the
diet. Skimmed milk and dry (uncreamed) cottage
cheese are good sources of a well balanced protein.
Maintaining a high protein level will provide free
amino acids to react with excess Krebs cycle inter-
mediates and form excretable compounds. A high pro-
tein level in the diet also helps insure adequate body
repair.

4. Keep total fat intake at a minimum. If substantial
amounts of polyunsaturated fats are included in diets,
it may be desirable to consider supplementing the diet
with vitamin E (tocopheral). Increased amounts of un-
saturated fats may result in an increased amount of
cross-linking of the unsaturated fatty acids and some of
their oxidation products with lipids, proteins and nu-
cleic acids. Vitamin E may be an effective enough
antioxidant in the human body to prevent or reduce
the amount of such cross-linking. The National Vitamin
Foundation, Inc., has sponsored a research project on
this subject, and at least one pharmaceutical manu-
facturer has some research under way on it.

5. Exercise daily as vigorously as is consistent with general
health. A brisk 2-mile walk or at least 30 min. of setting-
up exercises should be standard practice. Excessive
amounts of exercise limited to week-ends can do more
harm than good.

6. Avoid toxic substances in general and particularly smok-
ing cigarettes in excess. Evidence against a pipe and
cigar is much less conclusive, but the soundest course
probably is to eliminate all smoking. Alcohol in reason-
able amounts is not a toxic substance, and there is some
evidence that it may be beneficial.

The combination of these guides might suggest that the
personal approach which the Venetian, Cornaro, found so
successful has more justification than has been generally
attributed to it. After an early period of ill health, which
included what is described as a bad stomach and an irrascible
temperament, Cornaro reduced his food intake to 12 ounces

102

Per day ang Supplementeq

this wi
d to thj with 14 ounc
; 5 ; ‘
his regimen Was an aeq of wine. The
—
% Vlgol"ouS’ and

5 j.e.’ frOm 14‘64‘

er ,
ched ol s knew tpe world wag ¢

May One

unti] T rea

aHy Tetard it?
LITERAT
L. Birren, 7. . URE cITep
ook ;
Chicago, of a8Ing and tpe individyg] 939
’ pp., illus,

5 our chemj

3. . mer, Gel'latrics Soc. 181(1;?1 k?;;ie;ge Jou‘r_
: -139
1962, Could i o

) It

4, KabacOff ve live Ionger? New SCientiSt 15(304 i

Avakia}n S L, Prytz, B, Unahey, 31 w ): 552554, i

) > . Ohh'nan) A

1963. T . i
Sest:;)szrt‘:pnon a{ld identiﬁcation f
i Oh{\mencan Chemijca] S0 'Ch
< io, ]anuary 14, 1963 e

- and Andersorl, T

€ relationgh;
p of ¢ i
atherosclerosis in manheNdl?t
v atl.

Ymotrypsin, pre.
Y eeting, Cin-

to the development of

. ey 39, 1 Acad. of Sci.-Natl. Res
19;13 G. V., and Stare, F J |
- Nutritio b
= C:u ;sz;ipat;lerosclerosis. Natl, A d
) Mccay, o ub. 338. 169-180. Bl

: .
P8, The songens

ive att
latrics 13. 709.717 ack upop Problems of aging. G
8 . er-

103




1 4. P ()10 gmg the hfe Span. Sci. Monthly 39. 4’05'414’-
93 I .
0 n a.lI\St agmg, 310 pp. New YO!k.
196 Ma. ag

W. . g biological as
10. Shock, N. = Some social an ‘
060 A tk?e Adv. of Sci. Pub. No- &3

Assoc.
ici _ of the Amer.
, S {\I tritional challenges for physicians. Jour
xi
e B‘;Ied. Assoc. 178(9): 924-927.
i of Gerontol.
1 Ve FP blems of general biology of agmng: Jour
958. Fro
1 13 (Suppl 1): 6-15.

: Congress of
illiams, C. M Internatlonal )
Sy July 1960, Symposivm X

. =
1960. The juvenile hormone. Firs

Endocrinology; Copenhagen,
Lecture 2.
i jence 133:
s of the juvenile hormone. Sct

1961. Present statu

d Pulis, J. F. -
- Vr:ea;rr‘x thymus, human placenta and 0O
TIO

s. Nature 183: 405.

on, M. X
tivity of 1

I Moorhead:

9. uvenile ho!
195 ]mammalian organ

16. Yamamoto, R.T.,and Jacobs comers of farnesol. Nature

i e ac
962. Juvenile hormon
1 196(4857) 908-909.

104

WINE AND VINE — AN APPRECIATION
By A. ARTHUR HALLE Jr.

Read before “Tue Ecyprians,” April 18, 1963

In this, my first address to THE EGYPTIANS, what could be
a more appropriate beginning than a quotation from Egypt
and from Memphis, Egypt at that. An old wine cellar in-
scription from Memphis reads ‘“The mouth of a happy man
is filled with wine.”

Despite such enthralling subjects as love and war, there is
no subject in which the literature of all ages is richer than
in the praise of wine. The song of wine has been sung since
the dawn of civilization, and wine itself has been an integral
part of civilization, for the most civilized men throughout his-
tory have used it and been loudest in acclaiming it. Ernest
Hemingway in “Death In the Afternoon” is quoted as fol-
lows: “Wine is one of the most civilized things in the world
and one of the most natural things in the world. It has been
brought to the greatest perfection, and it offers a greater
range of enjoyment and appreciation than, possibly, any
purely sensory thing which may be purchased.”

“Glory, the grape, love, gold, in these are sunk
The hopes of all men, and of every nation;
“Without their sap, how branchless were the trunk
Of life’s strange tree, so fruitful on occasion!”

The above lines by Lord Byron most assuredly reveal the as-
pirations of his time. Here is a short poem by Oliver Herford
and it is entitled “A Plea.”

“God made man frail as a bubble;
God made love, love made trouble.
God made the vine, was it a sin
That man made wine to drown trouble in.”

Ralph Waldo Emerson wrote in a letter “I think wealth
has lost much of its value if it has not wine. I abstain from
wine only on account of the expense. When I heard that Mr.
Sturgis had given up wine I had the same regret that I had
lately in hearing that Mr. Bowditch had broken his hip.”

The Biblical references to wine are very numerous, and apt
and interesting quotations from the writings of the ancient
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laimed that nothing more

Greeks and Romans about wine could be ¢

that would be almost as
The references t
they are in the Bible, and the

immortal. It was Plato who proc
excellent than the juice of the grape was ever granted by God
that Anacreon; 2 nota-

to man. Lt may be interesting to note

ple devotee of Bacchus, died at the ag¢€ of 85 by choking on 2
grape seed, and Plato, who lived to be 80 or more, died at 2
wedding feast. Virgil, in the second book of the Georgics,
wrote 2 POEtiC treatise On wine growing in which he says
that he who would number the vines of Ttaly might as well

try to count the waves of the sea, Of the grains of sand blown

by the wind upon the desert.

large as the

The Bible i packed with praise of wine: “Use 2 little wine
sake” thundered the arch Puritan st. Paul.

for my beloved” whispered Solomon, and

Drink thy wine with 2 Merry
Heart” counsels the Book of Proverbs. Noah planted a vine-
yard after the flood and, from the casual tone of the passage
it seems evident that his was not the first vineyard to be
planted. One cannot help wondering where Noah got his
grape vines; that 1S, whether they survived the flood, oOr

i rk as the

whether, before the deluge, they also went 11 the ai
his connection 1 would

animals did, marching two by two. Int
like to quote the first two stanzas of a poemt called “Wine

and Water” by G. K. Chesterson.

«0ld Noah he had an ostrich farm and f

largest scale,
He ate his eggs with a ladle in an egg-

And the soup he took
took was whale.

for thy stomachs

«The best wine
he was named “the Wise.” N

owls on the

cup big as 2 pail,
p and the fish he

was elephant sot

But they all were small to the cellar he took when he

set out to sail,

And Noah he often said to his wife when he s
to dine,

1 don’t care where the W

at down

ater goes if it doesn’t get into

the wine.
The cataract of the
brink,

clift of heaven fell blinding off the
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of opinion
dual tastes are bound to

therefore, that 2 certain amount of divergence
should exist, especially 28 indivi
differ.

der to judge correctly the value of any arguments o1

In O
the subject it is necessary © know the broad principles of

these, therefore, are briefly recounted, below.

Wine can be divided nto three main categories. 1. Forti-
fied wines. This group includes Wines usually described 2$
dessert wines such as Port and Marsala. They are mainly

sweet to @ degree because the spirit 1s added at an early stage

thus checking the fermentation; and leaving 2 large Propor-

tion of unconverted grape sugar; & dry fortified wine such as
Fino sherry 18 also produced. These wines will be high in al-

coholic strength owing to the added spirit, which is usually

(brandy)- 9. Made wines. This group comprises

grape spirit
wines to which a liqueur has been added and includes spark-

ling wines, such as Champagne, which usually have 2 dosage

ugar dissolved in old wine, to insure that 2

of liqueur Or §
sufficiency of gas 18 produced during the secondary fermen-

tation, which takes place in the bottle. 3. Natural wines (to
which no addition has been added) - This group embraces the

still, beverage wines, which are light in alcohol, because fer-

mentation C€ases after a certain
produced. These wines will be either dry, medium-dry, ©0f
he sugar content of the grapes employed.

sweet, according to t
In the case of a grape with a low sugarl content, the whole
alcoholic satura-

of this will be converted until the degree of

tion which checks the fermentation is reached, thus produc-

ing a completely dry wine.

vinification and

This paper deals largely with natural wines and speciﬁcally

with quality natural wines from France.

The color of wines 1 either red, rosé or white. The first

is made from black grapes, but white wine can be made from

either white grapes Of black grapes In the latter case the

result s achieved by excluding the <kins, which contain the
juice (“Must”). White

pigment, from the fermenting grape
wines are not truly white, but range from pale amber to dark
golden. True rosé Wines are produccd by removal from the

must of the black skins shortly after fermentation has com”

menced.
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to that of Baltimore on the Chesapeake. It has been the center
of a great wine trade since the 4th century. If wine were pro-
duced no where else in France, the huge area centering upon
Bordeaux would be sufficient to keep France among the great
wine growing nations of the world.

The fame of Bordeaux is based chiefly on its red wines, or
claret, 2 name which the English gave to the red Bordeaux
wines, which are made from a half dozen related grape va-
rieties, chiefly the Cabernet, and have about the same re-
semblance to each other as a set of musical variations has to
a given theme. The Bordeaux wines differ from one another,
and from year to year, and yet all have a distinctly family
character. The most famous clarets are those from the Médoc,
the strip of land that stretches along the left, or west bank
of the Gironde from the outskirts of Bordeaux about half way
to the sea. It is semi-oceanic in climate, with hot and humid
summers and a pattern of rainfall, raw winters, and, thanks
to the influence of the sea, a relative freedom from killing
Spring and Autumn frost. It is distinguished by sandy soil,
low elevation above sea level, hence sluggish drainage, and
much swampy land, with a predominant cover of coarse
grass and scrub pine. In spite of this unpromising aspect, it
is here on the better drained pieces of land that the famous
Crus Classés, or classed growths are produced. It is one of
these classed growths that you will taste here tonight. There
are hundreds of crus bourgeois also produced here, which
wines are nearly as good as the classed growths, and yet there
are hundreds of other “artisan” and “peasant” crus-wine
showing related characteristics which are produced here. The
best of these wines are chiteau bottled, which is to say:
bottled at the spot where they are grown and made into

wine.

The Crus Classés mentioned above are the wines which
were classed in the famous 1855 list, and are very nearly the
same today as they were then. This is to say—that these
wines, which were classed in 1855, were classed in growths
from one to five and were classed according to the prices
which they brought on the export market, which was sup-
posed to reflect the quality. Of course, there would be some
changes were the wines to be reclassified today, but it is re-
markable in that the wines so classed then are almost the
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ing game, any more than literary criticism consists of reading
one paragraph of a work and then making a guess at the
author. It is true that one can sometimes recognize both the
vintage of a wine and the vineyard, and this dazzles the
uninitiated—but that is just a lucky shot, and one is more

apt to draw a blank.

Knowledge of wine comes with practice and tasting, espe-

cially in comparative tastings. A beginner would do well to
read up on all he can of the subject—always remembering
that probably nowhere is so much prejudice, nonsense, and
incompetence to be found as there is among wine fanciers.
There are people who complain that $4.00 to as much as
$18.00 is an outrageous price to pay for a bottle of wine,
and that no wine can possibly be worth it. Let them drink
beer, cider, or even Coca-Cola if they like. It has taken sev-
eral centuries of what is called “know-how,” the care for a
soil which can very easily be unbalanced by a mistake in
manuring or cultivation, tending of thousands of plants sub-
ject to very serious diseases and that are difficult to please:
the application of five or six sulphur dustings and up to twelve
copper sprayings every year to every vine; winter and summer
pruning by very highly skilled workers; the capitalization of
much expensive machinery; the annual purchase by each
good sized chiteau of something like $10,000.00 to $30,000.00
worth of new oak barrels, not to mention bottles and corks
which are also not cheap; the making of the wine, and then
keeping it for 4 to 5 years at least, which again has to be cap-
italized. Moreover it has entailed the rejection of part of the
crop, part of the wine, as imperfect; and sometimes, in bad
years, of the whole crop. Less expensive wines can be made
quite cheaply, and they are very nice too; many people drink
them every day. But the making of great wines is an extremely
expensive business and whoever wants to enjoy the keenest
pleasure the palate can confer, has to pay for it.

It must be remembered that the very finest of wines can-
not begin to meet the demand for them. Therfore the old
law of supply and demand has once again come into play.
The domaine of Romanée Conti in Burgundy, said to be the
finest in that particular section of France, has only 4V acres
in extent and approximately 20,000 vines. The wine from it
is very, very delicious and is extremely expensive. One sees
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s those transmitted by your eyes OF

varied, and as colorful, a
any other sense€ organ.

ession that strikes is determined mostly by

The first impr
the alcohol content and constitutes the body. Wine can give
an impression of fullness or solidity, sometimes to such an

extent that it seems as though one could chew it.

Next comes taste. The taste of wine is based on three of
the four basic taste sensations; sweet, acid and bitter (only
the salty taste 15 excluded). Blending of these three elements
provides, 2as with colors, 2 pallete of subtle, rich, and infi-
nitely varied shades. A white Bordeaux, for example, has a

mediately afterward it shows US a

sweet taste first, but im
slightly acid taste with a touch of bitterness. These three

tastes form 2 pleasant mixture. Bach enhances the other,

either by counterbalancing OF emphasizing it. Moreover each
taste is distinguishable on its own. The sensations return in
successive waves, each of which strikes a different chord. The
greater the quality of the wine, the more chords will echo
against your palate and enchant you. The initiation of the
palate to these mysterious sensory impressions helps differen-
tiate the man of culture from the mere human being.

Then comes an impression of texture. It can either be
coarse or fine. If the wine has but one taste which presses
upon you instantly then it is a common wine. If, on the con-
trary, it 18 full of different suggestions of taste which it re-
veals slowly, like the different threads in 2 complicated fabric,

it is a wine of elegance and distinction.

- Finally comes the aroma. The aroma is a more or less
pronounced fragrance reminiscent of fruit such as grapes
black currants, Of raspberries, flowers such as violets, and
odors such as that of the truffle and many others. Developed
to a certain degree, an aroma becomes 2 bouquet. The term,
which ;mmediately calls up images in €very language when
referring to wine, has been judiciously chosen. When tasting

te; if at that moment

the wine, close your eyes and concentra

flowers appear before the eye of your imag'mation——lots of

flowers of every shape, color and fragrance, near you an

around you and at all distances from you, and if this image
s, then the wine you are drink-

repeats itself in successive wave
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sells less well and sometimes even below their real value. Thus,
a Bordeaux wine such as 2 Chateau Margaux can be quoted

in New York at $10.00 a bottle for 1959 wine, but the 1956

or 1958 sell for only $4.00 or $5.00. However, many of the
1956 and 1958 Bordeaux were wines of very good quality-
Wine is a living thing and like all living things it develops
according to certain general rules. But each individual, each
group Or generation of inidviduals—aand each growth, each
group O generation of growths—;has its own personality
which is often distinct from the production 2s 2 whole. There-
fore in what might be termed an average of even a bad year
wine of a certain vineyard could be superlative Of outstand-
ing, surpassing its performance in what might be termed 2
fine vintage year for wines of the whole region.

s strenuous than golf or gar-

dening, and certainly better tasting than either the backs of
old postage stamps Or New trading stamps- You may have
many different kinds of pleasure ranging from collecting old
labels, building 2 wine cellar, tour vineyards all over the
world, cultivate your own grapes; make your own wine, test
your palate by tasting or simply bend

Being a wine amateur is les

your elbow:

Many people are able to give you as 2 token of their esteem

a gift of a rare bottle of wine, and of course you can do the
same for others if you become 2 collector. A wine collection
certainly enables one to hold truly great dinners, which are
made more SO by their vinuous accompaniment. No dinner
can deserve the term great unless it 1 accompanied by fine

wine. One can almost always find some group which wishes

to participate in the enjoyment of wine. For example, here in
ptians is

Memphis your speaker together with a few other Egy
a member of the Memphis Wine and Food Society which
held this February 2 wine tasting 1n which wines from eight

different European countries were served.

Taking 2 wine tour, to0, has unlimited possibilities. A hos-
pitable welcome will await a wine amateur in most of the
world’s wineries from California to Australia to Africa to
Western Europe. In many cellars visitors are invited to taste

the wines; and one can spea ] experience that

k from persona
wines always seem most delicious when sampled where they
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THERMO-NUCLEAR WAR
T. H. DARNELL

Read Before “THE EcypTiaNs,” May 16, 1963

PREFACE

The threat of thermo-nuclear war is one of the two great
problems facing the world today.

The entire problem cannot be presented in a limited time.
Much of the most pertinent information is unavailable, being
classified as Top Secret. There are no simple, pat answers.
Created by scientific advances beyond the comprehension of
laymen, the difficulties are complicated by the psychologies
of individuals in high places as well as conflicts among
national ideologies.

No claim of originality is made for the material presented
herein, ideas having been freely borrowed from many sources.
No unique path to a proper solution is offered.

Yet apologies for the presentation are unnecessary. The
problem is crucial—people must be awakened to think past
the superficial aspects, and to fight for the right answers.

TECHNICAL BACKGROUND

Nuclear war came into being just prior to the end of
World War II. Of the first nuclear explosion, it is worth
repeating that the scientists present showed no elation at the
successful birth of their brainchild. Rather were they appalled
at the sheer magnitude of the force they had unleashed
upon an unprepared world. Speaking of the top scientists as
they returned to Washington, General Groves said, “They
were still upset by what they had seen, and could talk of
little else.”

This first atomic explosion was without precedent.
Thruout his existence, man has been fruitful in the invention
of devices whereby to increase his ability to destroy. But
until the harnessing of the atom no single invention had
ever multiplied previously existing power by a factor as large
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Hiroshima bomb contained about ten pounds of this material,
but its efficiency was low, so the yield was equivalent to only
20 thousand tons of TNT. Only?—the single bomb killed
almost 70,000 people outright, seriously wounded another
70,000, and destroyed 2 square miles of the city.
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the explosive force being 2 thousand
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Current United

So much for the warheads. In less than two decades, the
destructive power that could be packed into 2 single weapon

was multiplied more than five million times.

During the same period an equally important revolution

occurred in the field of delivery vehicles. The Hiroshima
bomb was a bulky affair weighing nearly 5 tons. As such it
could be carried only by a heavy bomber which was both

slow and highly vulnerable to enemy attack.

Missiles, the so called ICBM’s, offered much higher speed
and lower vulnerability—but it was not until the advent of

the H-bomb that their development was seriously undertaken.

oduced the Atlas and Titan. Both are
large, long range rockets, capable of delivering a one mega
ton warhead thousands of miles with surprising accuracy- The

first became operational in 1939, the second in 1961.
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lion plus square miles. The reverse is also true as to less than
one fourth of the U.S. being destroyed—for the Russian
stockpile is as much smaller than ours, as our territory than

theirs.

Furthermore, an attack of the severity just assumed is
impossible, neither nation having anywhere near the neces-
sary delivery vehicles. More in line would be one of the
size used as a basis for last year’s Civil Defense exercise, “Op-
eration Spade Fork.” This assumed the U.S. was hit by 355
warheads having an equivalent yield of 1800 megatons. Cas-
ualties were estimated at 20 million dead from direct ex-
plosion effects, plus 13 million additional from radioactive
fallout provided no shelters were available. This is a far
cry from total destruction of 180 million people.

Thus mutual suicide is not the inevitable concommitant of
thermo-nuclear war. From which it follows there could be
many situations in which a sane, rational leader would initiate
such a war. It would only be necessary that expected losses
be bearable, and of less consequence than the advantages
gained from a surprise attack. On endurable losses, Russia
can remember she gave up 25 million people and 40 percent
of her productive capacity in World War II, and still emerged
a national power second only to the United States.

As for advantages gained thru a first attack, the one point
on which all experts seem to agree is that these are so great
as to be unpredictable in any complete manner. Equally im-
portant to the destruction inflicted on the enemy’s striking
force would be the damage done to his command and control
systems. These are elaborate communications networks set
up to provide information as to where and what extent injury
has been sustained, and to direct the retaliatory action of
whatever fire-power survived the initial blow. Such facilities
are also necessary to provide for succession of command, so
that if one set of administrative or military leaders were
wiped out, it would be immediately and widely known to
whom and where authority had been transferred. To the
extent his surprise attack limited the circulation of these types
of information, an aggressor nation would be able to stop
or hold down retaliation by threats to survivors ignorant of
their surviving strength or unable to use it effectively.

The ‘nothing can be done, why bother’ attitude of the
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upon a clear understanding of exactly which acts will be
punished as well as the amount of penalty for each. Thus
the coy talk of not letting the enemy know what provocations
would evoke what retaliations or where or when seems not
to make much sense. And the statement that if there were
Communist attacks in Asia, nuclear bombs would not neces-
sarily be forthcoming, might have been interpreted by the
Soviets as an invitation to experiment further. Certainly they
did, and are, and without having their hands slapped, either.

The only outstanding change in U.S. policy between 1954
and 1958 was a shift in emphasis from nuclear warheads and
bombers to missiles. Although the U.S. missile program was
well underway, American experts were impressed by the
Russion feat of orbiting heavy satellites in 1957. Perhaps
because of this and the boast of Khrushchev that Soviet
ICBMs were already operational, the belief spread that the
Soviet Union was way ahead in missiles—that the socalled
missile gap existed.

To the extent the U.S. policy makers were influenced by
fear of the missile gap, they were guided by a fallacy. But
one fact they faced was certain—for the first time Russia had
a strategic force, similar in character at least to ours.

Against this background the United States in 1958 agreed
to the nuclear test ban, apparently willing to let up on war-
heads for the moment so as to concentrate on closing the
missile gap. The less dramatic conventional forces continued
to be neglected.

EARLY SOVIET POLICY

In contrast to the United States, the Soviet Union seems
to have been more realistic in its approach. Faced in the
beginning with the unanswerable threat of the A-bomb, the
Russians banged down the Iron Curtain across Europe and
much of Asia, and set out to acquire an A-bomb of their own.

Meanwhile, since their greatest danger was in a nuclear
attack from manned U.S. bombers, they built up extensive
air defenses in great depth, including a fleet of 10,000 fighter
planes. Unable to duplicate the U.S. nuclear threat, they
created a counter threat by expanding their conventional
military machine to the point it could over run Western
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BALANCE OF TERROR THEORIES

ists
At the time of the test ban agreement, both protagonis
] nu-
accepted the fact that each possessed 2 51zi1b1§ strateg1; e
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inflicting considerable damag ;
Jear force, capable of in ¢ : -
Z*her The’ capabilities of the two forces might bf gluxt?orce
rent 1 ctable .
both nations had a respe
ferent, but the fact o
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Two contradictory theories, leading to Comﬁlegzll};ndcx:fel&‘e;;
strategies grew out of this concept of xtoutg L b
first assumed the balance was stable agz_t.m.s o i
either opponent so long as each had sufhcx}?ltl st g
an unacceptable damage on the other. This le

called “Minimum Deterrence” strategy. To maintain the
balance it requires only a relatively small force, adequate for
the destruction of, and aimed solely at, enemy cities—where
maximum damage can be obtained with minimum effort.

Not being concerned with the destruction of the enemy’s
nuclear delivery systems, it has no problem of finding out
exact target locations. Its one and vital problem is to keep
its own small delivery system safe from surprise attack. In
those days the only solution was secrecy—i.e. a nation adopt-
ing minimum deterrence had to keep the exact deployment
of its strategic force secret from the enemy at all costs.

The second doctrine concerning the balance of terror
assumed with a sufficient difference in striking power the
balance was not stable against rational acts of a sane gov-
ernment. Either the secrecy necessary to implement minimum
deterrence could not be maintained, or a nation favored with
a sufficient superiority might rationally gamble on the ef-
fectiveness of surprise attack. For the victim of such an
attack, if severely handicapped in delivering a retaliatory
blow, might be blackmailed into submission when faced with

an unused reserve force considerably greater than its own
surviving power.

Depending upon whether the nation adhering to this
theory wishes to maintain or upset the balance of power
there are different strategies calling for different activities—
but in both cases, the main problem of a nation following
the theory of unstable balance is to maintain at all times a
marked superiority in striking force.

It is obvious the United States has closely adhered to the
idea of unstable balance, and consistently striven to be always
superior in strategic force. Not so obvious until recently, the
Russians have held to the idea of minimum deterrence with
equal consistency, and have never attempted to put them-
selves in the position where they could rationally launch a
surprise nuclear attack against the United States.

1958 TO 1961—THE U-2 S

In the hub-bub that arose after the declaration of its
massive retaliation program, the Pentagon may have realized
its commitment to attack targets of its own choosing was
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tention of breaking the ban on testing as soon as progress
warranted.

The credibility of the Soviet’s minimum deterrence strategy
had been badly shaken, and the Russians felt a crucial need
to re-establish their position in the eyes of the world. As a
minor show of strength they built the Berlin Wall in August
1960. In November, Khrushchev stated flatly that if the
Western Powers continued to temporize on disarmament
(meetings on the subject had been going on intermittently
since the test ban agreement in 1958) the Soviet Union
would undertake massive re-armament.

At the beginning of 1961 both nations sharply increased
their military budgets. The British-American draft of a formal
treaty to ban nuclear weapons testing was rejected by the
Russians. This was to be expected, for they were already
jittery over the penetration made in the secrecy essential to
their limited strategic force, and the treaty as proposed
provided an elaborate inspection system which would have
further dissipated such secrecy. As one writer observed, the
Soviet fear of inspection may have been the more acute
because there was so little to inspect.

In the fall of 1961, the Russians resumed testing of nuclear
weapons, making good on their boast of proving a 100
megaton warhead. Almost simultaneously they put seven of
their ICBMs on target in the Pacific at a range of 7,000
miles. These well publicized achievements were calculated to
re-establish the credibility of their minimum deterrence
force, and to demonstrate to the United States that if the
Soviet Union’s ICBMs were few in number, they did carry
giant warheads and were accurate at great distances.

The jealousy with which the Pentagon regarded the su-
periority and size of its nuclear power was shown by its
reply to this demonstration of Russian strength. On October

21st the Deputy Secretary of Defense let go the following
counter blast:

“The total number of our nuclear delivery vehicles,
tactical as well as strategic, is in the tens of thousands,
and of course, we have more than one warhead for
each vehicle.”

Thus 1961, the year of the great rearmament, ended with
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each nation boasting of the great destructive power it pos-
sessed. Ironically, neither nation was at all satisfied with that
of which it so proudly spoke, for each started off the year
1962 with military budgets again increased to an all time
high, and with the avowed intent of further increasing its
ability to inflict mass slaughter and destruction.

In the stepped up armament program beginning in 1961,
the United States at long last recognized the need for con-
ventional forces in a nuclear age. The number of combat
ready divisions of the army was drastically increased, sub-
stantial appropriations were made for conventional weapons
and equipment, greatly improved sea and air lift were pro-
vided, and the reluctant Europeans were pressured to add to
their forces in the NATO command.

UNITED STATES MANIA FOR NUCLEAR WEAPONS

Unbhappily, this long overdue recognition of the need for
conventional forces did not signify the United States had
overcome its mania for nuclear weapons. In May 1962, the
Deputy Secretary of Defense announced:

“We now have in our planning . . . a pretty definite
force structure . . . By the end of 1965 we will have
more than double the number of alert weapons we have
today . . . We will have twice the striking power by 1965
that we have now.”
One can only wonder why. Conservative estimates at the
end of 1962 place the United States striking power at some-
where between four and ten times that of the Russians. An
individual just returned from an SAC classified briefing for
cleared civilians states that information there presented puts
the United States superiority at ten to one.

Two factors determine striking power—the size of the
nuclear stockpile, and the number and character of delivery
vehicles.

In the absence of official figures reasonable and widely
accepted estimates place the existing United States nuclear
stockpile as equivalent to 30,000 megatons, i.e. 30,000 million
tons of TNT. By contrast, it appears the existing Russian
stockpile is not one fifteenth as great.

The 30,000 million tons of explosive power in the United
States stockpile is equal to an explosive force of 10 tons of
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TNT for €very man, woman and child on the face of the
earth. "1“hat there could be any necessity for the continued
production of this hyper-explosive materia] is beyond belief
—yet 'the United States is doing so at a rate estimated p
triple its supply in five years. e

As regards delivery vehicles, the United States superiorit
appears to be somewhat less, but is still tremendouf—bei .
:at least four or five to one In any analysis. And the doublirrllg
In the number of United States delivery vehicles that is tf
tz.xke place by 1965 according to Deputy Secretary Gilpatrick
gIVes a wrong picture for it includes long range bgrnbe
which are being phased out as obsolete. Missiles are the j B
portant vehicles, and according to Gilpatrick in 1965 ISE;
will have some 1500 of them operational, including Atlas
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SECOND STRIKE CAPABILITY—
LIMITED NUCLEAR WAR

y In attempting to find the reason behind this continued
nving by the United States for more and bigger nuclear
weapons, one looks first at the statements of those in charge

o y
= n 28 March 19?1, shortly after taking office, President
ennedy said of basic United States Policy:
(13 2 ‘
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a .
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In any conflict.” ke i
g‘ems veré broad §taternent that the United States would
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2

act19n, but was to be used only in the event of, and aft

Soviet n.uclear attack on the United States, 1;1 effect e:ha
unholy size of the United States strategic force was 1‘01i the
sole purpose of guaranteeing a second strike capability )

On 21 October 1961 De i
2 puty Secret 1
out this idea in greater detail : ’ SRR el
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bThe destructive power which the United States could
1ing to bear, even after a Soviet surprise attack upon
our forces, would be as great as—perhaps greater than
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__the total undamaged force which the enemy can
threaten to launch against the United States in 2 first
strike. In short, we have a Second Strike Capability
which is at least as extensive as what the Soviets can

deliver first.”

Prior to 1961, the United States command and control sys-
tem had only one button for the President to push, and once
that action had been taken everything available was to be
thrown at prearranged targets. In commenting on changes
in the system whereby control was to be exercised over which
forces were fired at which targets, Secretary McNamara
said on 17 February 1962:
«With this command and control system, our surviving
forces can be used in several ways. We may have to
retaliate with a single, massive attack. Or, we may be
able to use our retaliatory forces to limit damage done
to us by knocking out the enemy’s bases before his second
salvos. We may seek to terminate a war on favorable
terms by using our forces as a bargaining weapon. In
any case, our large reserve of protected fire power would
give an enemy an incentive to avoid our cities.”

Once more the Second Strike Capability theme, but now

embellished with the idea that selective control of our re-

taliatory force might induce the enemy not to shoot at our

cities. The concept that a nuclear exchange might be limited
to purely military targets was reiterated by the Secretary on
16 June, 1962 in speaking of the purposes of his program:
« . to make it possible for us to retain, even in the face
of a massive surprise attack, sufficient reserve striking
force to destroy an enemy society if driven to it. In other
words, give a possible opponent the strongest possible
incentive to refrain from striking our cities.”
Such reasoning on the part of the Pentagon that 2 nuclear
exchange could be Jimited to strictly military targets, would
seem to imply the following sequence of hypothetical actions
by the two nations:
1. The Soviet Union becomes convinced the United States
will come back up off the floor following a surprise
nuclear knockdown with sufficient poise to calmly and

logically select the Russian targets at which it will direct

its retaliatory blows.
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El .laur{chmg its surprise nuclear attack, the Soviet
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side has no more ammunition left and capitulates
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W;I;Cl}: t(t) }C}O so with sanity, it needs First Strike Capability—;
N L it has never had, does not now have, nor is likel

ave in the near future. , e

FIRST STRIKE CAPABILITY-—COUNTERFORCE

Fi ; —
abﬂ.:sttStnkek Capability is an offensive posture, meaning the
ity to make a surprise attack i y
il effective. It requi
. ' : quires enough
: 1k1ng power coupled with knowledge of where the enemg’s
or ; i
ce is located, so that a surprise attack will leave tie

enemy incapable of inflicting retali
i Wk e g retaliatory damage above an

Second Stri ility i
| Seeon t}i:rxke Cap?bxhty is supposedly a defensive posture
enemy from attacking b ,
I y the threat of havi
s : vin
Botre.force‘ surviving his attack than he had to begin withg
u i :
o since it requires as much or more power, it carries just
great an offensive threat as does First Strike Capability

A : :
bilitn 'ofgznswe posture beyond First or Second Strike Capa-
y is Counterforce, which threatens a surprise attack with

out feaI Of Serious Ietallatlon- AS d(:—‘flned by one WIlteI, Coun'
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ailc'l .t}tl};?r rzz;i::;lance of superi'ority in nuclear weapons

’ y §ystems sufficient to destroy the en-
emy’s nuclear striking power, with enough force lef
over to hold the enemy’s cities hostages against a fhr:az
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of retaliation by any of his delivery systems that may

have escaped destruction.” N
This definition is a very clear description of the posmc})ln
occupied by the United States today. About a year ago, the
Defense Secretary stated: .

«“We calculate that the strategic retaliatory forces

d thru 1967 could achieve complete destruction
fter absorbing an

pro-

gramme
of the enemy target systems even 2
initial nuclear attack.”

i ing the “selec-
-1 his speech the following June concerning
e e i ppolicy, he announced the United States had

i target ; '
ol ¥ to bear on Russian air

reaimed its strategic weapons sO as
bases and missile sites.

United States policy may be as officially s?a'ted——never to
launch a surprise nuclear attack. But “crmcal obser:i/ers
throughout the world are forced to ask, Why, t.hen, 1oes
the United States continue to augment a strategic nuc (eiar
force which is already vastly larger than necessary for de-

) o .
fensive retaliation?’

RUSSIAN MISSILES IN CUBA

ses of the Russian attempt to set up inte.r—
mediate and short range missiles with nuclear warhe_a.ds lil
Cuba have been circulated by the Press. lfsll are sup;')osmor_la 5
since the Soviets seldom publish explalrxatlons of their motl.ves1
and acts. One analysis, not widely c1rcula.1ted, seems logl(t,a
in view of the actual events, and vs.zhet.her it represents S.(;'Vl.et
thinking, is interesting as an indication of the possi ; 1:}152
presented by the nuclear war game. The speculations o

analysis are roughly as follows:

Many analy

The highly vulnerable Communist‘ outpost in Cu}:)ad arI;:
peared unprotectable. Although President Kfannedy aé e
neged on supplying air cover for the abortive B:?y C1o X tges
invasion, growing public sentiment thruou's t‘he Unlte ; ian
was putting political pressure on th(.e .admmlstrauon tot -
up the Cuban mess, and serm-offlc'lal fancouragﬁmir;ids .
being given to Cuban ref.ugees engaging in guerrilia
practice for another invasion.

It would be futile for Russia to rely on conventional forces

to back up its guarantee to protect Castro—for any second
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invasion would be backed, openly or not, by United States
forces, and a drawn out Korean type affair would mean im-
possible logistics. And Khrushchev’s vague threat of throwing
nuclear bombs to ward off interference in Cuba was com-
pletely incredible in view of the vastly superior United States
nuclear power.

So with everything to gain, and practically nothing to lose,
the Kremlin gambled on putting missiles in Cuba with the
full expectation of removing them before even one had
actually been used.

The risk of the United States pushing nuclear buttons in
reflex reaction to suddenly finding out what was going on
was reduced as much as possible by loudly announcing “de-
fensive” weapons were to be shipped to Cuba. Khrushchev
outlined the program in July and August with blustering
threats of retaliation for any interference, thus effectively
directing United States attention to the ships carrying the
missiles. The missiles themselves were not camouflaged and
only barely covered, so their sizes and capabilities could be
readily ascertained. And the launching pads were constructed
out in the open, easily seen and photographed by United
States air reconnaissance.

The further the Russians progressed with the missile in-
stallation before the United States woke up and screamed,
the better would be their position. There was always the
danger the United States might throw as well as yell, but
the Russians were prepared to back down immediately at
any stage of the proceedings—and if the Americans acted
rationally they would accept a temporizing offer and ne-
gotiate.

Negotiation was the Russian prize—in exchange for re-
moving their missiles they might gain as much as a United
States guarantee of non-interference in Cuba, or a reciprocal
removal of United States missiles from Turkey.

This entirely hypothetical analysis jibes fairly well with
the superficial actions that occurred, and unhappily far too
well with the outcome of the resulting negotiations. Per-
sistent rumors of the U. S. missiles in Turkey being dis-
mantled have not been officially denied; at one stage the
United States did guarantee to keep hands off Cuba; and
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the State Department’s attitude towards t'he patriot‘ic activi-
ties of Cuban refugees has become anything t?ut fnend'ly. or
sympathetic. Regardless of what it cost to ship the mls§1les
out to Cuba and back, it was a bargain price for the Russians
to pay for making an indefensible outpost impregnable.

HORROR OF PRESIDENTIAL RESPONSIBILITY

Before adverse criticism is levied at the President fF>r his
failure to take full advantage of the Soviet backdown‘ in the
Cuban crisis, a thought should be given to the horrible re-
sponsibility attached to his office. Presumably, John Kennedy
knew what he was taking over, yet it must ‘have come as a
ghastly shock to be briefed on the compl?te picture and come
face to face with the dread knowledge his was the one finger
in the West which could, or on occasion, must, push the

button unleashing the holocaust.

In every crisis, the President must wFigh the Va.lue to‘ be
gained by direct action with the X-mllhor'l Amgrlca{l lives
that stand to be lost as a result of such actxo_n. T}.lu.s it may
be assumed that before he challenged the Soviet missiles with
an ultimatum, the President decided the damage from allow-
ing them to remain in Cuba was of more consequence :chan
the American casualties which might result if thv? RuSIS.ans
refused to back off and forced him to take aggressive action.

When the Russians quickly agreed to remove thei? missiles,
the President may have been tempteq to press his advzjm-
tage by demanding a complete evacuation of' }3111 Com'nfumslt;
from Cuba, as was suggested by several m}htary CI.‘lthS.
the President were so tempted, he had to first consider the
possibility of the Soviets being so provoked that. they woulflil
counter somewhere else in the world by a drastic move sti
short of nuclear war. For example, Khrushchev. might an-
nounce he was taking over Berlin with conventional forces

within 24 hours.

The United States is bound by treaty to resis.t any ta.ke-
over of Berlin, but could not do so successfully without using
nuclear weapons. It is agreed that any use of nuclear we;:;pqnf
against conventional forces in' a major theatre v;rou ;x;
evitably and rapidly escalate into an all out.nuc ear war.
Granted it would not be rational for the Russians, knowing
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they would be obliterated, to precipitate a situation leading
to all out war—but if they did happen to do so irrationally,
would the President follow thru knowing on his part that
50 or 20 or 10 or even 1 American city would immediately
go down the drain?

The problem of deciding just how many American Cities
or people are worth jeopardizing to preserve Western Europe
or Berlin is quite realistic, and has been faced and discussed
widely in Europe if not in the United States. Europeans
generally believe the United States would be unwilling to
sacrifice so much as one-fourth of its population to prevent
Soviet conquest of all Western Europe, let alone just Berlin.
This is likely one of the main reasons de Gaulle is so intent
on getting nuclear weapons for France. Not that his A or H
bombs would be significant in amount—but they would give
him the power of initiative, so that if a showdown came and
the United States shied away from mass reciprocal destruc-
tion, he could get the game underway by throwing his ball
into the park.

PRESENT CONDITIONS

Coming now to the present, it is widely recognized things
are not only bad, but are rapidly getting worse.

The United States and the Soviet Union are locked in a
vicious arms race, which doubles or triples the number of
alert nuclear weapons every two or three years. As the num-
ber of these instruments of destruction spirals higher and
higher, the probability that one or more of them will be set
off by accident, human error, or machine failure approaches
mathematical certainty.

Nothing has occurred to improve the situation since the
nuclear test ban agreement in 1958. No constructive steps
have been taken to maintain the rough stability marked by
that agreement—rather haye all events tended to undermine
it. Mutual fear and distrust have grown to the extent that
settlement of major differences by negotiation appears im-
possible. Equally important and dangerous, the development
of this highly charged emotional atmosphere could easily
produce an irrational reaction to provocation, accidental or
intentional.

To many observers, the major portion of the blame for
this hideous state of affairs belongs to the United States and
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As regards nuclear war the Rus-
d with due respect for the facts,
and with considerable re-
e Americans have never
insincere, and have

not to the Soviet Union.
sians seem always to have acte
with some semblance of sincerity,
straint. In contrast, it appears th
been completely realistic, have often been
thruout been dominated by an insane obsession.

ed that the Soviets would strive to
acquire a nuclear striking force. It took them 13 long years
to do so. Having achieved their goal in 1958, they were
satisfied with a modest force and willing to devote the bulk
of their efforts to other endeavors, leaving numerical su-
periority to the United States. On some such lines they
agreed to the nuclear test ban, perhaps with the hope it
would slow down United States nuclear expansion.

It was only to be expect

Penetration of Iron Curtain secrecy during the following
two years was highly important. Tt cheered the Americans
with the unexpected news there was no missile gap—the
United States was way ahead of the Soviet Union in all
aspects of strategic force. But it alarmed the Russians—for
with their small strategic force partially exposed, the effec-
tiveness of their minimum deterrence was severely reduced.

Khrushchev appealed to the United Nations for nuclear
disarmament—The United States insincerely countered by
requiring as a necessary condition to any test ban or dis-
armament the one thing they knew the Russians could not
accept—an elaborate inspection system. Khrushchev warned
that if the West continued to dilly-dally over disarmament,
the Soviet Union would be forced into massive re-armament.
The United States beat him to the punch by stepping up

its own armament.

The United States is a war monger when it openly pro-
claims the aggressive capabilities of its nuclear armament.
Since the boast is well founded, the Soviet Union and the

rest of the world have every right to be scared sick.

In handing over the control of its increasing number of
d more individuals including

nuclear weapons to more an
ATO and now Canada, the

those in foreign nations like N
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Uni . . .
Cl.mted States is acting in reckless abandon and complete
isregard of the catastrophic hazards involved )

mfl?ally,}l for tl}lle United States to negotiate for disarma
nt with one hand, while with th i -
len : e other it pours tens of
311!10115 of c?ol%ars into new armaments which would be junked
if its n'eg.otlatlons succeeded, can appear only as the epito

of stupidity, insincerity or both. P

CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, again there are no simple pat answers. Th
Eroblem o.f thermo-nuclear war has grown too compl'ex tz
e s?lved in a year, or a decade, or even a generation—as-
suming of course, there is no cataclysm. S

Hopeffllly', there are some elementary actions we can tak
bOt}"l as individuals and as a nation, which might east int :
national tensions, lessen the extreme hazards, and event (ﬁ._
open up a path leading to permament stability. o

As indivi
", s bmiwldual.s, we should abandon our shoulder shrugging
) y bot erl,( attitude. We must bother—the problem holccis ojr,
ives at stake—and if we contin j
ue to abjectly turn over
» °r such
}alltters to ‘Ehe government for handling, we are emulating
N - : 8
\ at we object to most strongly in the Communists, and ar;
ut puppets of a totalitarian state. ’

As' a natlc?n, we must abandon our mania for weapons—
the insane fixation that the answer to the problemsI d
by nuclear weapons is always more and more such weapose

The present comparative sizes of the two nuclear arsenalpons'
sucl‘l that were the positions of the United States andS a}:e
Soviet Union reversed, we would have every reason for at' y
Can we wonder that they are somewhat frightened—of trlllz

they feel it necessar i i
' y to partially duplicate frenzi
to pile up more and more? g our frensied effort

Before World War 1I, a i
, an English phi g
observed concerning another arms racge——— philosopher sagely

“If, as they maintain, the best way to preserve peace i
to prepare for war, it is not altogether clear I:Nh , Ij
nations should regard the armaments of other natiozl :

a threat to peace. However, they do so regard them zmaci
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are accordingly stimulated to increase their own arma-

ments to overtop the armaments by which they conceive

themselves to be threatened.”
To stop our nuclear arms race, we should announce an im-
mediate cut back in all nuclear and missile production, cur-
tailing all such activities as rapidly as economically feasible.
Expansion of conventional forces should continue, and even
be increased—but nuclear enhancement cease. Since we al-
ready have better than a four to one nuclear superiority, our
national security would not be endangered.

As our conventional forces are increased, we should grad-
ually recall all tactical nuclear weapons now outside our bor-
ders, taking them away from NATO and our own troops
operating on foreign soil. We should dismantle our missile
sites in Turkey, Italy and other similar countries on the
perifery of Russia. We should let it be known we will not
furnish nuclear warheads to any other nation.

In short, we should reduce by a considerable amount the
nuclear pressure we now exert on the Soviet Union, and give
them every possible incentive to cut back on their own
nuclear production.

To continue negotiations for test bans and nuclear dis-
armament under the present conditions of suspicion and
distrust can only promote more bad feeling on both sides.
We should therefore drop out of such negotiations imme-
diately. This will cost nothing for the issue of test bans is
no longer of any importance, and the present chances of any
disarmament agreement are practically nil.

It is questionable whether total nuclear disarmament will
ever be desirable in the foreseeable future. Partial nuclear
disarmament is extremely desirable, so negotiations to that
end should be undertaken as soon as we have demonstrated
our sincerity by our actions, and the Russians have lost
enough of their fear to be willing to seriously consider the
reduction of their nuclear armament. Were we in their shoes
with the present disparity we wouldn’t even think of reducing
—why should they?

Lastly we should divert sizeable portions of our vast opera-
tions research from war to peace. In cold blood, if you like,
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we must face up to the fact we cannot destroy the Com-
munist people without being irreparably damaged ourselves
Like it or not, we must find ways and means to live witH
them, and as peacefully as possible. Thus the same careful
and thorough exploration we have been extending for two
decades to every suggestion for improving our conduct in
war, should now be given to any idea which might promote
or help to maintain the conditions of peace.

The problem of thermo-nuclear war has never been in the
weapons themselves, but always in the people who might use

the weapons—so it is in people and the relations among them,
that answers must be found.
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